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Argentina's Rebellion in the 


calm among those attempting to.orga- 
nize grassroots participation to make 
their demands heard. 

Most participating in the assemblies 
believe that political leaders are igno- 
rant of the people’s needs. In many 
cases residents do not personally know 


by Marcela Valente 
Inter Press Service 


BUENOS AIRES, Feb 13— Neighbor- 
hood assemblies are springing up in 
cities throughout Argentina, particu- 
larly in the capital and surrounding ar- 
eas, as a groundswell of 
people seek to change the 
political landscape amidst 
the social and economic col- 
lapse. 

-Many assembly partici- 
pants are young people fed 
up with the political parties 
they say have betrayed their 
ideals. There are also many 
unemployed, out-of-busi- 
ness shopkeepers, retirees, 
teachers and professionals 
taking an active role in the 
meetings. Many had never 
taken part in any citizen- 
based mobilization before. 

There are several com- 
mon denominators among ff 
the assemblies held each § 
week since late December in j 
more than 50 neighbor- 
hoods, such as the rising 
anxieties of the most des- 


rom Riot ‘to | TT 


“We have seen how the Revolu- 
tion began with popular risings 
ever since the first months of 1789. 
To make a revolution it is not, 
however, enough that there should 
be such risings — more or less suc- 
cessful. It is necessary that after 
the risings there should be left 
something new in the institutions, 
would permit new forms of life to 
be elaborated and established.” 


Anarchists see the initial framework of an anarchist 
society as being created under statism and capitalism 
when people organise themselves to resist oppression 
and exploitation. The process of collective struggle would 
create the basis of anarchism. We see an organic connec- 
tion between what is and what could be. An anarchist 
society would be based on the working class’s own com- 
bat organisations, as created in their struggles-within but 
against capitalism and the state. 

Anarchy is not a distant goal but an aspect of current 
struggles against domination, oppression and exploita- 

-tion. Anarchism draws upon the autonomous self-activ- 
ity and spontaneity of people in struggle to inform its 
political theory and its 
vision of a free soci- 
ety. The struggle 
against hierarchy 
teaches us not only 
how to be anarchists 
but also gives us a 
glimpse of what an 
anarchist society 
would be like, what its 
initial framework 
could be and the expe- 
rience of managing our 
own activities which 
is required for such a 
society to successfully 
function. 
ANARCHY IN 
ACTION? 
Popular uprisings in 
Argentina have been in 
abundance. After two 
and a half decades of 
IMF-backed free-mar- 
ket reforms, more than 
40 percent of the 38 
million population live 
below the poverty line 
and 100 children die 
daily from hunger and 
disease. Millions of 
people have challenged 
the state of siege. 
People are fighting in 
the streets, standing 


Peter Kropotkin, The Great 
French Revolution 





























their local elected officials, nor where 
they live. They are seen as mere repre- 
sentatives of political parties. 

Now, however, independent citizens emy,” which everyone agrees are 
are adopting the terminology charac- 
teristic of popular control: assemblies, 
agendas, motion for order, moderators, 
















Neighborhoods 


committees and liaison commissions. 
There is a great deal of talk at the 
assemblies about the “common en- 


Argentina’s political leaders. The neigh- 
borhood organizations have been care- 
continued on page 5 





Thousands Protest 
Capitalism in NYC 


NEW YORK CITY, Feb. 4, 2002 — After several 
A days of demonstrations — and over 200 arrests — 
Enron and Argentina were the two dominant poles 
of reference for the thousands of protesters in the 
streets of Manhattan in opposition to the annual 
meeting of the World Economic Forum. 
“They are Enron, we are Argentina!” was the 
popular chant outside the offices of Andersen Con- 
sulting, the corporate accounting firm accused of 
“cooking the books” of the now-bankrupt energy 
conglomerate Enron Corporation. The protest moved 
to the nearby Argentine consulate, in solidarity with 
the anti-IMF rebellion in Argentina, a potent sym- 
| bol of resistance to global capitalism, and whose ex- 
ample resonated among demonstrators in New York. 
Enron — a WEF alumnus unceremoniously 
dropped from the exclusive 1,000-plus corporate 


continued on page 7 
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in Argentina 


up to those who express and exploit them. In Cordoba, 
a car-manufacturing centre northwest of Buenos Aires, 
workers protesting government plans to reduce wages 
and apply other austerity measures occupied the town 
hall and then set fire to it. 

In the streets, the confrontations continued. The 
power the people express, the power of mass direct 
action, inspires and will not be easily forgotten. 

The most exciting aspect is the largely spontaneous 
appearance of “popular assemblies” after the insurrec- 
tion started last December. These self-managed assem- 
blies are neighbourhood based and run by huge mass 
meetings of thousands. There are currently 30 assem- 
blies in Buenos Aires and many others all over the coun- 
try. In the French Revolution, the people of Paris formed” 
the directly democratic community assemblies called 
“sections.” Kropotkin pointed to these as examples of 
both the popular institutions required to make a revolu- 
tion “‘the foundations of a new, free, social organisation” 
and “the principles of anarchism.” It was by means of 
these popular assemblies that “the masses, accustoming 
themselves to act without receiving orders from the na- 
tional representatives, were practising what was to be 
described later as Direct Self-Government.” A similar 
process is at work in Argentina. 

Other forms of popular power are developing. The 
unemployed workers’ movement has played a key role 
in many of the revolts. It has been building for the last 
five years, and has helped force the government to intro- 
duce policies to aid the unemployed. Its tactics are to 
paralyse transportation by blocking off major highways 
to make their demands. Any agreements are discussed 
by the participants directly, not by delegated negotia- 
tors. They make the government come to the blockades, 
and the people there discuss what they should demand 
and what they should accept. 

Strikes have occurred throughout Argentina. Com- 
mittees of struggle have been created and coordinate the 
protests. Occupations have started. In Rio Turbio, the 
mine workers have occupied the mines. In Neuquén;the 
workers have occupied ceramics factory of Zanón, where 
a workers congress was held in December. 

This congress saw almost 400 ceramics workers, teach- 
ers, unemployed workers and students meet to discuss 
the current events. The main organisers were the ceram- 
ics workers union, SOENC, the teachers’ union of Rio 
Negro (UNTER), a militant unemployed workers’ 
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AND MORE! 





In the past few months alone, economic, po- 
litical and social crises worldwide have been 
brought to the forefront, giving us a real oppor- 
tunity to make anarchist ideas accessible and 
popular. This is our time to shine. 

The events in Argentina (p. 1) are particularly 
inspiring as masses of people there are organiz- 
ing against capitalist globalization and reclaiming 
their lives through mass popular assemblies and 
broad demonstrations. The situation demands all 
radicals to stand and take notice at the potential | 


we have to make real change, The coming months basis, we here at ONWA 


will be especially instructive as capitalist forces 
move to crush the rebellion there while the people 
seek to push it in ever more radical positions. 

But reclaiming popular power is happening 

across the globe. In Vermont (p. 6), citizens are 
using town meetings to fight genetic engineering, 
and the rise in hate group activity offers us ways 

to build true anti-racist communities (p. 14). 

- But we have a hard fight. During times of war, 
the need to act strategically is even more present 
and necessary. Those who would crush us are 
stepping up their efforts (p. 1, 6), and we have to 
be even more careful, creative and outspoken then 
we were before. As the events of Argentina and 
the mass public disgust at the uncovering of the 
Enron scandal — exemplary of capitalism as that 
event is — show, now is the time for us to increase 
our broad-based, democratic movements for free- 
dom. To retreat into the isolation of a closed or 
underground movement would spell disaster for 
sure (p. 3). By remaining aboveground and open 
—taking needed security precautions, of course — 
we can expose the failure of this system and 
move toward a new social order. 

If we hope to respond as strategically and ef- 
fectively to the current situation we now find 
ourselves in, we have to revive our commitment 
to developing anti-imperialist, feminist and truly 
liberatory movement (p. 14, 15). 

We need to bust out of cultural isolation that 
hinders our ability to create the broad-based 
movements we so often talk about (p. 15). We 
have to look at our group dynamics and move to 
an accurate understanding of organization and 


leadership (p. 12). We need to critically examine. 


history to not stay trapped in binary constructs 
of ‘good people’ and ‘bad people,’ and acknowl- 
edge the positive and negative aspects of our 
movement heroes (p. 13). 

We also need to understand our reality. While 
nationalism has been a part of anarchist critique 
for many years, the current political situation 
requires us to have a new understanding of na- 


tionalism. We cannot afford to simply dismiss — 
let alone accept — nationalism. We have to adapt 
our understanding to the times, clearly define our 
terms and look at the different perspectives on 
the issue (p. 10-11). This issue’s centerfold on 
the topic also includes an anarchist analysis of 
the Israel/Palestine conflict, an important situa- 
tion that anarchists cannot ignore. To that end, 
this article introduces a larger discussion on the 
topic to take place in our next issue. 

With the world changing ona ea oily 





changes as well. First, the newspaper is now free 
in Gainesville, Florida. This decision reflects oru 
desire to make the paper, international in scope 
as it is, a visible and important presence locally. 
If you would like to support us in this decision 
or in any other capacity, please contact us. — 

This issue also marks the start of a new prison 
focus page (p. 16). After a year and a half of 
having a page devoted entirely to the Anarchist 
Black Cross Federation, we thought a move to a 
general anti-prison page would better reflect the 
growing multi-faceted movements against the 
prison industrial complex. We thank Jackson- 
ville ABCF for their continued design help with 
the page, and encourage interested prison groups 
to contact us for how to get involved. 

We still have some — not many — copies of the 
special anti-war insert left. They were well-re- 
ceived and we distributed most of them, but if 
you want some more or if you still haven’t seen 
it yet, please get in touch! 

This is an exciting, challenging time, and we 
have immense possibilities for change. 

In Solidarity and Struggle, 


Dan Berger, 
ONWARD 


CENTERFOLD FOR NEXT ISSUE: 


Send all correspondence to the Onward Collective at: 
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WHAT IS ONWARD? 


ONWARD is an anarchist newspaper intend- 


ing to facilitate both a report of anarchist ac- 
tions worldwide and foster analysis of current 


events from an anarchist perspective, all in the 
process of building an intelligent, well informed 
and powerful revolutionary movement. Our goal 
is to show the relation of the different liberation 
struggles and the unification of often separated 
movements. Different anarchist viewpoints 
(Syndicalist, Feminist, Green etc.) are not mu- 
tually exclusive but rather all fit together in the 
larger revolutionary framework. Real liberation 
is freedom in every sphere of life; we must 
dissolve all forms of hierarchy that tangle the 
world in coersion, oppression, and domination 
and replace them with liberatory and coopera- 
tive structures guaranteeing all to participate in 
reshaping the local and world communities. We 
aim for a social sphere that needs and d 

no such rulings over our lives and com 

ties. We believe in the abolition of capitalism; 
that economies should not set one class above 
another but foster solidarity, mutual aid and di- 
rect decision making. 

To that end, ONWARD is a forum for anar- 
chist news and contains anarchist and radical 
history, theory and opinion in order to not only 
critique the social and political relationships that 
exist today, but also present a viable and logi- 
cal future based on voluntary cooperation, di- 
rect and: participatory democracy, mutual aid, 
solidarity, and freedom; in short, anarchy! 


WHAT’S NEW WITH US? 


Correction: The last issue mentioned how we 
facilitated workshops on various political is- 
sues. It should have read that we co-facili- 
tated workshops, with really incredible orga- 
nizers. We regret the error and offer our sin- 
cere apologies to our comrades who we for- 
got to mention. 


Things here have been quite busy in the last 
few months. We have been busy forming and 
strengthening local radical organizations, in- 
cluding an explicitly anarchist one. Forming or- 
ganic institutions is always difficult work, al- 
though it looks rather promising. We will, of 
course, keep you updated. 

We also had the pleasure of doing a work- 
shop in Richmond, Virginia in late January called 
Today’s Media and the Struggle for Popular 
Power. We'd like to thank Greg Wells, Greg Will 
and everyone else in Richmond who helped 
makes that event go over as wonderfully as it 
did. 

Shortly after our workshop, Sheila Bishop, 
a Gainesville.artist and activist, set up a benefit 
for us at the local infoshop. The event was a 
dramatic reading from Alexander Berkman’s 
Prison Memoirs of an Anarchist. We hope there 
will be other events like this that combine art 
with anarchist history and provide great op- 
portunities for discussion. Thanks, Sheila! 

Please contact us if you have other 
fundraising ideas, or if you want to help in any- 
way with the newspaper. 






ONWARD PO BOX 2671 GAINESVILLE, FL 32602-2671 USA 


info@onwardnewspaper.org * www.onwardnewspaper.org 
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Which Way for the Globalization Movement? 


By Ray Cunningham 
BASHING THE BLACK BLOC? 


The four main summits of the last three years 
— Seattle, Prague, Quebec and Genoa — have all 
been different, and the black bloc has been differ- 
ent at each one. The Seattle protest, though it 
involved less people than some of the later pro- 
tests, was probably the most effective. Because 
it was the first protest of its kind in the global- 
ized Western world, police and summit organiz- 
ers weren’t prepared, and protestors were able 


‘to block access to the summit for most of the 


day, causing major disruption. The black bloc 
played a relatively small part in the blockade, 
but received a major part of the news coverage. 
These types of action — blockades and property 
destruction — pointed to a new kind of protest, a 
visible and illegal one more concerned with get- 
ting results than with making a symbolic point. 

Since Seattle, summit organizers have been 
more prepared, and each summit has seen an in- 


wanted to take more direct action, and tried to 
punch through the police lines to get to the sum- 
mit, or at to least the subway station that would 
be transporting the delegates, blockading them 
inside the conference center. In their willingness 
to destroy property and actually fight the po- 
lice, this group consciously thought of themselves 
as an anarchist black bloc. 

In Quebec, the level of security increased again, 
and again the situation changed. The perimeter 
fence and the raids on squats in the days before 
the summit raised the stakes. Like in Prague, the 
protestors responded by dividing the protest area 
into zones, so people could choose the level of 
illegality and confrontation with which they were 
comfortable. Like in Seattle, there was a separate 
black bloc, though this one concentrated on at- 
tacking the summit, confronting police and try- 
ing to get through the perimeter fence. 

Although poor advance coordination was a 
factor, the major problem protestors faced in 
Genoa was the large and very active police pres- 


ence. Besides the large perimeter fencing, the 
police attacked the protestors on their way to 
the perimeter, stopping some groups from get- 
ting near the fence and forcing other elements 
from the protest together. The black bloc, who 
intended to break into the summit, ended up de- 
stroying banks and shops in the streets of Genoa. 

With every summit, with every escalation of 
security, the conditions that made Seattle pos- 
sible are getting further away. In Seattle, large 
numbers of people took part in an action that 
wasn’t any more illegal or confrontational than a 
Reclaim the Streets or Critical Mass, and yet 
directly achieved its aims of disrupting the sum- 
mit. Now that the barricades have gone up, pro- 
testors have two alternatives — return to sym- 
bolic, peaceful protests that have no direct ef- 
fect, or move on to very illegal and highly planned 
protests that might be directly effective but where 
planning and illegality involved will rise each time 
summit security is increased. 

Alongside this growing problem there is the 


MOCRACY 


The continuing increase in the level of summit 
security is going to particularly affect the black 
bloc. Genoa showed that the police are ready to 
stop large, amorphous groups like the black bloc 
from getting close to a summit, as well as infil- 
trate them. Added to the choices of symbolic, 
peaceful protests, or highly planned, very illegal 
protests, anarchists can also join a black bloc 
that, from the outset, won’t be able to do any 
more than attack shops and banks. 

REVOLUTIONARY CELLS? 

At first glance, the summit protests have been 
important because they used direct action. Pro- 
testors didn’t restrict themselves to lobbying, or 
to polite demonstrations within the approved 
routes — they set out to stop the summits them- 
selves. But stopping the summits won’t stop 
these institutions from operating. Nothing hap- 
pens at these meetings that couldn’t be and isn’t 
organized in other ways. 

The summits themselves are symbolic acts — 
opportunities for the powerful to assert their 
authority, publicise and legitimize their institu- 
tions, and reinforce the idea that their way is the 
only way. This means that the protests against 


„symboli 
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creased level of security. In 
Prague, all entrances to the sum- 
mit were guarded by the police, 
making it impossible for the pro- 
testors to mount an effective 
blockade. Different sections of 
the protest had different reac- 
tions. One group, the Pinks, 
marched around the conference 
center, and didn’t try to breach 
the perimeter (though they did 
enter the summit area when they 
found an unguarded section). 
Another, the Yellows, were led 
by Ya Basta, and chose to take 


to simply aian their way 
through the police lines could 
never succeed, but was intended 
to show that they were going 
beyond passive demonstrations. 
The third block, the Blue block, 








The Terrorism That Terrorism Wrought 


By David Gilbert 
THE CHALLENGES AHEAD 


It was encouraging that the anti-war movement here didn’t just 
collapse under the deafening roar of jingoism. But with the public’s 
attention on the U.S. juggernaut in Afghanistan, it’s been hard to 
maintain the momentum of the anti-war, anti-globalization, and 
anti-racist movements. In many ways, it feels like a bleak time in 
the U.S. because of the dramatic lurch to the right and the public 
support for many “anti-terrorist” measures that can be used in the 
future against dissenters. Nevertheless, even if the U.S. com- 
pletes this phase without a hitch, we are likely to be in for a 
protracted, if irregular, war as U.S. action escalates the cycle of 
violence. While the situation is scary, it would only be scarier to 
give up because that would clear the way for continuing this highly 
dangerous skid into war and repression. 

Even the most formidable fortresses of domination develop 
cracks over time. Contradictions in the war on terrorism as well as 
stresses in the economy and social fabric are likely to develop. 
Our task is to keep a voice alive for humane alternatives rather 
than let every setback add fuel to the imperial fire. We are not as 
isolated as in 1964, when it was completely unheard of to publicly 
challenge such interventions. However, in other ways our task 
will be more difficult than the decade-long struggle to end the war 
in Vietnam: This time, people in the U.S. do feel directly attacked 
and those now labeled as the “enemy” are not a progressive na- 
tional liberation movement. 

To me, the most apt, if somewhat gloomy, analogy is to the 
“War on Drugs.” In both cases: 1. the CIA actively fostered some 
of the worst initial perpetrators. 2. The “war” response only 
makes the problem worse. (Making drugs illegal makes them 
much more expensive, which is the main factor promoting crime 
and violence; waging a “crusade” against Afghanistan and “Mus- 
lim fundamentalists” and backing Israel’s suppression of Palestine 
are likely to result in many more terrorists.) 3. Both wars pit 
unsavory foes against each other whose respective actions justify 
and animate the opposing side. 4. While each war is a colossal 
failure in terms of its stated aim, each is a smashing success in 
building public support for greater police/ military powers and in 


diverting people’s attention from the fundamental social issues. 5.. 
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Finally, sky high barriers have been erected to challenging these 


insane wars. You can’t raise the question of decriminalizing drugs . 


or of addressing the roots of terrorism without getting hooted off 
the public stage. One difference, unfortunately, is that the war on 
terrorism is likely to become bigger, more violent, and lead to an 
even worse loss of civil liberties. A difference from facing the 
McCarthyism of the 1950’s is that, hopefully, recent currents of 
organizing and activism provide a basis to begin challenging such 
reaction from its onset. 
BUILDING AN ANTI-WAR MOVEMENT 

The starting point is a love for and identification with other 
people. We don’t have to become cailous about the lives lost at 
the WTC, even though the government has used them so cyni- 
cally. Instead we have the job of getting those who’ ve awakened 
to this pain to feel the injustice and suffering of the many other 
atrocities that have been perpetrated by the U.S. As hard as that 
may seem, many Americans were asking, “Why do ‘they’ hate us 
so much?” While the government and media have done their best 
to shut down public discussion of this pivotal issue, we can offer 
genuine and substantive responses, which resonate with the 
widely-held value of fairness. We have to break through the colos- 
sal double standard and insist fully on stopping all violence — 
whether bombings or hunger — against civilians and to be very clear 
on all the major examples. There’s a related specific need to punc- 
ture the dangerous misdefinition of “terrorism.” 

In the discussion I’ve seen about building an anti-war move- 
ment, I wholeheartedly agree with those who insist that it must be 
anti-racist at its core. White supremacy is the bedrock for all that 
is reactionary in the US; in addition, the current gallop toward a 
police state will be used first and foremost against people of color. 
To be real about this, white activists have to go beyond the neces- 
sary process issues for making people of color feel welcomed at 
meetings and events. We also need to ally with and learn from their 
organizations and to develop a strong anti-racist program and set 
of demands. 

It also seems crucial to develop strong synergy with the prom- 
ising “anti-globalization’” movement — not only because that’s where 
many young people have become active but even more impor- 


constant question 
of the black bloc. 
Its difficult to de- 
fine what the black 
bloc is, let alone to 
decide what part it 
could play in the 
summit protests. 

Being in the black 
4 bloc just means 
being willing to 
break the law, de- 
stroy property, or 
fight with the po- 
lice. It is not an ex- 
pecan anarchist- 





continued on page 19 


the summits are also symbolic actions, no matter 
how effective. They don’t change the world any 
more than the summits do. But they demonstrate 
an alternative — they show that you don’t have 
to leave decisions up to others, that it’s possible 
for large numbers of people to come together and 
organize themselves, that direct action and direct 
democracy are possible. 

Mass democratic participation is not just a 
tactic to be adopted or discarded — it’s the most 
important thing about these protests. Therefore, 

- proposed underground plans to, for example, stop 
the G8 summit in Alberta where groups of anar- 
chists live in the woods for the month before the 
summit, planning various acts of sabotage are 
absurd, even if tactically possible. There i is no 
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An Open Letter to 
the Movement 


By Ben Grosscup and Doyle 


Revolutionary means that we are in this to win. But certain 
ways of thinking within anarchism are preventing us from building 
a coherent and strategic revolutionary movement and thereby win- 
ning a social revolution. 

Part of the problem is thinking in false dichotomies. This way 
of thinking mistakenly sees two things that are really mutually 
necessary, as mutually exclusive. When we look around us, we 
find a world built on false dichotomies. 

Many of us were turned on to radical politics by taking up an 
issue of special importance to us. It may have taken a revolution in 








. our own thinking to see the connections between our own struggle 


and that of others. One of the most enduring images from the 
Seattle protests against the World Trade Organization is that of 
“Teamsters and Turtles.” The years of organizing and exchange 
between once disparate movements culminated on that beautiful 
November morning with many people transcending single issue 
thinking and moving toward a broader anti-corporate, and even 
anti-capitalist analysis. Many people are overcoming false di- 
chotomies like ‘labor vs. environment.’ We win the most pro- 
found victories when we do this. It’s not just deforestation, and 
it’s not just sweatshops; its all that and more. People everywhere 
are looking at politics more holistically and joining together on the 
streets. Applying holistic thinking to our anarchist organizing is 


“essential to overcoming false dichotomies, which are holding us 


back from creating a broad-based revolutionary movement. 
PRACTICE VS. THEORY 

Theory gets a bad rap these days. No wonder! Most places that 
“do theory” are insulated academic environments and corporate 
think tanks. Revolutionary theory is often associated with Marx- 
ist ideologues who promote party politics and state socialism. 
Even anarchist theory is often discussed in ways that are inacces- 
sible, and full of jargon. This can seem intimidating and discon- 
nected from the daily struggles of most people. In a society so 
deeply beholden to directives of capital, there is little space to talk 
critically about important theoretical topics such as political phi- 
losophy, revolutionary history, and theory of education. A com- 
bination of these factors leads many people to focus primarily on 
practice (what they do on a daily basis) while ignoring theory 
(reasoning what is the best way to go about these daily doings.) 

Regrettably, the development of the black bloc in North America 
has reflected this trend. Instead of being a name for a set of tactics 
continued on page 9 
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On June 26-27, the executive board of glo- 
bal capitalism is retreating to the foothills of 
Alberta, Canada. The so-called leaders of the in- 
dustrialized world will continue planning for war 
at home and abroad, surrounded by pristine wil- 
derness, putting greens and thousands of police 
and soldiers. 

The self-serving “war on terrorism,” orches- 
‘trated by the leaders of the G8, continues to 
militarize and brutalize the world, while cyni- 
cally making appeals to civilization and freedom. 
From Afghanistan to Colombia, from the Philip- 
pines to Somalia, Western powers continue to 
exercise their self-proclaimed right to dominate 
and determine the destiny of the global South at 
an ever more accelerated pace. 

The war also continues at home. All levels of 
government unabashedly pursue economic poli- 
cies at the service of big business, contributing to 
poverty, environmental destruction, social ser- 
vice cutbacks and more. Their arsenal ranges from 
privatization schemes to well-armed tactical po- 
lice units. The agenda of capitalist globalization 
— embodied by institutions and treaties like the 
IMF, World Bank, WTO, NAFTA, FTAA and 
G8 —is the relentless transfer of power and wealth 
to the economic and political elites. 

In particular, the war at home includes the 
scapegoating and attacks on immigrant and refu- 
gee communities, as well as so-called “anti-ter- 
rorist” laws that are nothing but a judicial assault 
on civil rights and political organizing with clear 
racist implications. 





TAKE THE CAPITAL! 





Last July, hundreds of thousands of demon- 


* strators gathered in Genoa, Italy against the G8, 


and were met with state-sponsored police bru- 
tality that included the murder of activist Carlo 
Giuliani. The Genoa protests were accompanied 
by protests worldwide in opposition to the G8. 

The global uprising is led by grassroots move- 
ments in the global South. The popular rebel- 
lions in Argentina, Ecuador and Bolivia stand out 
as inspiring and empowering examples and mod- 
els of resistance to imperialism and capitalism, in 
the face of violent day-to-day state repression. 

And so, in clear opposition to the G8, in soli- 
darity with protests in Alberta and worldwide, 
and in ongoing support of local and regional 
grassroots social justice efforts, activists from 
Ontario and Quebec are making a call for two 
days of action in Ottawa — Canada’s national 
capital — on June 26-27, 2002. 

We invite all organizations, affinity groups and 
individuals in Ontario, Quebec, the Maritimes 
and the Northeastern United States to join the 
mobilizing, organizing and awareness-raising ef- 
forts for the days of action in Ottawa. 

The two days of protest will involve demon- 
strations of all kinds, popular education, civil 
disobedience and direct action, targeting the many 
manifestations of political and economic power 
of the national capital. We are organizing on the 
basis of a respect for a diversity of tactics, mean- 
ing manifold forms of resistance in mutual soli- 
darity and respect, while aiming to ensure the 
safety and defense of all participants. 

Join us in Ottawa in June as we take the capi- 
tal! If your affinity group or organization en- 
dorses the callout above, please let us know. 


A Call to Action Against the G8 


TAKE THE CAPITAL! 
http://www.takethecapital.net 
takethecapital @tao.ca 
613-788-3310 (messages only); 
on parle francais,se habla espanol 



















ORGANIZING AND POLITICAL PRINCIPLES 


Government Against Anarchism... 


continued from page 1 


ments to “complement” the military action will 
be required to eliminate threats to American na- 
tional security. 

In his speech on Sept: 24, just thirteen days 
after the terrorist attacks, Zoellick compared the 
contemporary crisis of globalization to that of 
the emerging world order at the end of the nine- 
teenth century. At that time, “much like today,” 
Zoellick said, there were “great social movements 
sparked by globalization, although the partici- 
pants in the revived Olympics of 1896 ran around 
a track, instead of in the streets, and hurled ob- 
jects toward chalk lines, instead of at windows.” 
Zoellick also told us that there were foolish “theo- 
rists and thinkers [who] called for a stateless 
society, without government and law, without 
ownership of property, without the ruling class 
and their despised ally, the bourgeoisie.” This 
utopian idealism led to the problem — “much like 
today” — of “anarchists bent on senseless de- 
struction.” In the meantime, “crashing debates in 
the Socialist International” [sic] led the misguided 
to try to overthrow capitalism altogether. 
wia a few = paragraphs Zo ‘oellick connects 








« recent terrorist attacks with historic anti-capital- 


ist movements and with modern day anti-corpo- 
rate globalization protesters. He gives us “this 


sts recollection” of radicalism to answer people _ 
who “wonder if there are intellectual connections — 


with others who have turned to violence to at- 
tack international finance, globalization, and the 
United States.” 

The trade ambassador’s crowning analysis of 
these kinds of reactions is that “[c]hange breeds 
anxiety” and that “[a]nxieties can be manipu- 
lated to force agendas based on fear, antagonisms, 
resentments and hate,” as terrorists try to do. 
Zoellick doesn’t say that he is doing just that: 
using the fear felt by post-Sept. 11 Americans to 
force the agenda of corporate profits, and 
neoliberal globalization, onto the world. 

Martin Neil Baily, an economist and Clinton 
appointee to Chairman of the Council of Eco- 
nomic Advisers, concurs with Zoellick that “the 
attacks were part of the backlash against global- 
ization.” Baily says the poor’s envy helped mo- 
tivate the attacks. The U.S. “is a target partly 
because it is the symbol of the success of mar- 
ket-driven international economies,” he wrote in 
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IN OUR STORY SO FAR, THE 
EVILDOERS ARE ON THE RUN! 
THE PRINCE AND HIS BAND oF 
GOOD WARRIORS ARE so 
AND BRAVES 


ALL THROUGHOUT THE WORLD, ` 
THE PEOPLE CHEER FoR THE 
PRINCE AND HIS BAND, WiSH 
THEM SUCCESS, AND PRESENT 
THEM WiTH GARLANDS OF 
FLOWERS! 











TUE PRINCE IS KNOWN FOR 
His GENEROUS DESIRE TO 
HELP PEOPLE, AND HE IS 
DETERMINED To FianT EVIL 
WHEREVER LT LURKS! 


AND THAT CONCLUDES 
TONIGHT’S NEWS REPORT. 
Now BACK TO SPORTS. 


arecent policy brief. 
Baily alludes that 
the underlying rea- 
son for the attacks 
has nothing to do 
with how the U.S. 
came to be a “‘suc- 
cessful” economy, 
but simply that it is 
successful. Suppos- 
edly, success is 
something that just 
leads to violent re- 
sentment amongst 
the impotent. It 
also allows U.S. 
elites to pat them- 
selves on the back, 
and believe that ter- 
rorists attacked the 
U.S. not because it 
has done anything 
wrong, but, to the 
contrary, because it 
is so great. 

Baily champions 
a “defiant response” 
to such sore losers. 
Employing an 


Minimum Security. net 








It also allows U.S. elites to believe that terrorists 
attacked the U.S. not because it has done ne anything 


wrong, but, to the c contrary, ‘because it iS so grea 


apocalyptic rhetoric of crisis not seen since the 
Cold War, Baily claimed that in “the context of 
the global threat the democracies of the world 
now face, the petty squabbles over beef or for- 
eign sales corporations seem absurd.” Although 
a continued recession is expected, policymakers 
should not accommodate success-hating terror- 
ists. “The industrial countries should resist any 
internal pressures toward protectionism as un- 
employment rises and, instead, launch a new glo- 
bal trade round,” to show the angry poor that all 
will proceed as normal. : 
During an Oct. 24 speech at the Institute for 
International Economics, Federal Reserve Chair- 
man Alan Greenspan also warned that 
“[tlerrorism poses a challenge to the remarkable 
record of globalization.” By situating the battle 
lines so that one is either for terrorism or for 
neoliberal globalization, people with reservations 
about the latter can be intellectually bullied into 
supporting it. “What are the dissidents’ solu- 
tions to the alleged failures of globalization?” 
Greenspan rhetorically asked his elite audience. 


` “Frequently, they appear to favor politically 


imposed systems, employing the power of the 
State to override the outcomes arrived at through 
voluntary exchange.” 

Greenspan, an acolyte of ultra-capitalist Ayn 
Rand and nominally opposed to government in- 
tervention into nations’ economies, raised the 
authoritarian socialist specter of “politically im- 
posed systems.” He does not realize that the 
imposition — political or otherwise — of corpo- 
rate globalization is exactly what many global- 
ization activists protest, and that the “voluntary 
exchange” he refers to does not often exist in the 
reality of a corporate-run economy. What often 
exists, instead, is the “voluntary exchange” be~ 
tween the hungry and well fed, the homeless and 
those owning hundreds of acres of land, the needy 
and the opulent — in short, the powerless and 
powerful. What history - and UN statistics — 
have shown thus far is that postwar, corporate 
globalization tends to widen the gap between 
these groups of people, not reconcile it. It re- 
mains to be seen how a wage worker in a sweat- 
shop in Saipan can be realistically said to be “vol- 
untarily exchanging” his or her labor to a corpo- 


prat GE 


ration when the specter of poverty and hunger 
lashes at their back. Holding this up as an ex- 
ample of the free marketeer’s wet dream of “vol- 
untary exchange” is an insult to the exploited 
wage. worker. 

Greenspan lamented that “an antipathy to ‘cor- 
porate culture’ has sent tens of thousands into 
the streets to protest what they see as ‘exploitive 
capitalism’ in its most visible form — the increased 
globalization of our economies.” He continues: 

“Setting aside the arguments of the protest- 
ors, even among those committed to market-ori- 
ented economies, important differences remain 
about the view of capitalism and the role of glo- 
balization. These differences are captured most 
clearly for me in a soliloquy attributed to a promi- 
nent European leader several years ago. He asked, 
‘What is the market? It is the law of the jungle, 
the law of nature. And what is civilization? It is 
the struggle against nature.“ 

A struggle against capitalism is still like a 
struggle against nature itself, Greenspan’s ver- 
sion of the quote implies, much akin to struggling 
against the law of gravity or any other natural 
law. How reassuring it must be for airline execu- 
tives to know that as they lay over 100,000 em- 
ployees off, even after receiving government bail- 
out money, they are simply acting in accord with 
the “laws of nature.” 

Capitalism is sure to benefit from new anti- 
terrorist legislation that effectively lumps do- 
mestic dissidents in with terrorists like the ones 
who hijacked the planes on Sept. 11. The ideas 
of anti-capitalist protesters and anarchists, rarely 
discussed by US government officials, are now 
being misrepresented in the same breath that these 
same officials use to condemn the destruction of 
the World Trade Center. The Wall Street Journal 
triumphantly titled a recent article “Adeiu, Se- 
attle,” referring to the famous anti-WTO pro- 
tests in 1999 in Seattle. The globalization move- 
ment has now “receded to the netherworld where 
we have tucked all the things that seemed impor- 
tant” before Sept. 11, it crows. 

A similar news item also appeared in the Wash- 
ington Post, which explicitly linked the modern 
anarchist movement to the very un-anarchistic 
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Argentina’s Rebellion... 


continued from page 1 


ful to maintain a horizontal structure, where ev- 
eryone can make proposals. Leaders emerge based 
on who best facilitates participation. 

Usually someone offers a warehouse for a 
meeting site in case of rain, and someone else 
offers a printing press to print posters or a news- 
letter. At one assembly, young filmmakers pro- 
posed to record the sessions for a documentary. 
Attorneys, accountants and doctors offer their 
professional services. 

The slogan heard most often is “all the politi- 
cians out,” but the assembly-goers insist this is 
not a call for an end to the democratic system. 

“To get out of this crisis requires more poli- 
tics, but real politics. These meetings of common 
people on the street are the fundamental form of 
doing politics,” said Roli Sampieri, an accoun- 
tant in charge of the Press Committee for the 
Almagro neighborhood assembly in the capital. 

“When a married couple decides to separate, 
that doesn’t mean that they won’t go on to marry 
someone else. This is the same thing: we don’t 
want these politicians. We want a change,” 
Sampieti said. 

_ Inthe long term, there will have to be a change 
in leadership that is founded on a more commu- 


_ nity-based conception of politics, he added. 


Another Almagro neighbor, Mario Colombati, 
agrees. “We are not satisfied with merely casting 
a vote at election time. We want to participate 
and we want them to listen to us more often, 
because that is the main problem, they don’t 
listen to us,” he said in a conversation with IPS. 

In last October’s legislative elections (the vote 
is compulsory in Argentina), Colombati annulled 
his ballot in protest to express his discontent 


_ with the political parties. 

Most of the neighborhood assemblies were 
founded after the first major “caceroleo” protest, 
when Argentines came out in masses, banging 
pots and pans in protest against then president 
Fernando de la Rúa, who resigned Dec 20. 

At first it was just a handful of neighbors who 
gathered together, concerned about preventing 
the new government from being made up of the 
same leaders with a different disguise. 

With the series of political turnovers and the 
ever-deepening social and economic crisis, the 
meetings have achieved greater impact, and new 
leaders are emerging. The neighbors at the assem- 
blies choose delegates who participate every Sun- 
day in an inter-neighbourhood plenary session, 
which draws some 4,000 people. 

There, representatives from middle-class dis- 
tricts mix with those from the wealthiest and the 
poorest neighborhoods Their proposals often 
become radicalized, and protests are expressed 
on behalf of an array of groups: the unemployed, 
merchants, former party activists and savers who 
have been hurt by the government’s economic 
measures of the last two months. 

The non-governmental organization ‘Poder 
Ciudadano’ (Citizen Power) offered assembly 
participants a free course in institutional moni- 
toring. The program, “citizens as protagonists of 
change,” seeks to provide practical tools to the 
movement that expresses itself in “cacerolazos,’ 
neighborhood meetings and marches. 

But many appear to already possess some 
knowledge as a result of their activism in student 
organizations, political parties or labor unions. 

“The assembly shall be considered constituted 
when at least 20 neighbors are present. All who 
live in the neighborhood may participate with 


voice and vote,” reads a woman, aided by a brand 
new megaphone, on a street corner where more 
than a hundred residents have gathered. 

“The executive committee shall meet 15 min- 
utes prior to the assembly to draft the agenda 
with the proposals provided by the neighbors,” 
she says, handing the word — and the megaphone 
— over to the “moderator.” It is clarified repeat- 
edly that “here, no one is in charge, we are going 
to take turns.” 

One of the proposals made during the assem- 


bly was to set aside 15 minutes each week on a 


neighborhood radio program to provide updates 
about the movement. This was readily accepted. 
But when the moderater announced that a TV 


‘News program supportive of the government’s 


economic reforms in the past few years has sent 
a reporter and a camera operator, the reaction is 
one of absolute rejection, with the neighbors 
shouting for the media representatives to leave. 

In fact, in the assemblies and in mass e-mails, 


Argentines are calling not only for the removal of - 


the career politicians and entrenched union lead- 
ers, but also for the rejection of the privatized 
entities entrusted with public services and of the 
news media which, they say, are not accurately 
portraying the population’s suffering. 

‘T m surprised because there are people par- 
ticipating who otherwise never left their homes. 
My 70-year-old neighbor had never taken part in 
anything, but now she has such an extremist 
stance that it is truly astonishing,” said Palermo 
neighborhood assembly participant Fernandez. 

She said one of the slogans repeated in her 
neighborhood is “the politicians must go because 
they do not understand a thing.” Fernandez ex- 
plained that this reflects the sentiment that po- 
litical leaders no longer comprehend, nor can they 
express, the citizenry’s problems because they 
are too far removed from that reality. 





For Sampieri, the national crisis was a long 
time in the making and these assemblies are a 
response to the loss of credibility of the political 
system in general. “Politics continues to be the © 


_ only way to express one’s self, but the people 


reject the political parties, and therefore are gath- 
ering in the streets,” he said. 

Some of the initiatives coming out of the as- 
semblies include organizing a volunteer corps to 
provide assistance to retirees and the unemployed 
and to help with the needs outlined by hospital 
personnel, but the priority is ultimately to take 
their proposals to the national level. 

The neighborhood assemblies are planning a 
march on the legislative palace when the law- 
makers gather to debate the government budget, 
protests outside bank headquarters to protest 
the transfer to pesos — the national currency — of 
dollar deposits, and demonstrations against the 
representatives of the International Monetary 
Fund who visit Argentina. 





From Riot to Revolution... 


continued from page 1 


organisation (MTD) and the teachers of ATEN Centenario. Mem- 
bers and delegations of several other organisations of the region 
also participated. After intense discussion on a multitude of is- 
sues, including the next measures to be taken in their struggle and 
the need for coordination of current struggles, a declaration was 
agreed. This stated that the ceramics workers of Zanón “struggle 
atio ord le Feopenin 
ener” and are “mobilising together with the unemployed work- 
ers of Neuquén ... and with the teachers and government employ- 
ees.” They aim to intensify “the coordination and unity between 
struggles with the aim of setting up a Regional Co-ordination” as a 
step towards the unification of “the struggles on a national level.” 
They made “an urgent call for an immediate congregation of the 
National Assembly of Employed and Unemployed Workers with 
a one in 20 representation, just as was voted in the last Picketers’ 
Assembly in La Matanza.” This would seek to unite all those 
“that are struggling through democratically elected representatives 
voted in Assemblies within the workplace.” 

Bakunin’s prediction that the “future social organisation must 
be made solely from the bottom up, by the free association or 
federation of workers, firstly in their unions, then in the com- 
munes, regions, nations and finally in a great federation, interna- 
tional and universal” is taking shape. The ideas of anarchism are 
being applied by those in struggle. 

ANARCHISTS IN ACTION 
The anarchist group Organizacion Socialista Libertaria, the stron- 
gest current of organised anarchism in Argentina, is playing an 





important role in the struggles. The OSL are encouraging the pro- 


cess of working class community self-organisation, with “each 
militant discussing in his or her neighbourhood the ees way to 
establish a minimal ter- ; ; 

ritorial organisation 
with the goal of defeat- 
ing the state of siege.” 
While “governmental 
secret services are con- 
tinuing to spread fear, 
paranoia and battles be- 
tween one 
neighbourhood and an- 
other,” the OSL have 
“decided to start an ideo- 
logical debate with oth- 
ers in those 
neighbourhoods where 
self-managed peoples’ 
organisations are 
present. In these areas, 


we will call on the other organisations to study what has hap- ; 


pened and to develop a way of acting which will allow us to 
reorganise against the terror of the State and to organise self-man- 
agement, or at least, the seeds toward it.” 

They are also involved in the unions, attending meetings called 
by the CTA trade union federation to decide on its actions. They 
know that the Trade Union leadership “did not want to go out and 
agitate as they were afraid the situation could get out of their 
hands.” The key will be to encourage any attempts by workers to 
organise independently of their leaders. The importance of anar- 
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demonstration in Argentina 


chists involved in the struggle is clear. 

“We must throw ourselves fully towards building people’s 
organisation, because if we the people are not capable of giving 
ourselves the society which we want and need, ex-President Menem 
is there waiting to be called, as a replacement part so that nothing 
changes,” the OSL said. * 

LA process of revolu- 





occurring in mAn 
as in any revolution. 


vaak While mass demonstrations are essential, sercryicc 
they cannot replace the need to build strong "sy endet 


Consumer products have been expropriated by the people. The 
next stage is the expropriation of the means of production — the 
fields, factories and workshops — by workplace assemblies. They 
must be placed under workers’ self-management with federations 
of workers’ assemblies. Any attempt to nationalise them, as some 
Marxists propose, must be opposed — replacing private capital- 
ism with state capitalism is no solution. Only socialisation under 

workers’ self-man- 


So Fe 


An awareness of 


Self-educationandsel yoots in Our Communities and workplaces tisis developing. At 


liberation through 
struggle is a process, one that anarchists can aid. Much of the 
protests have a nationalist tinge to them. This is to be expected, as 
the current crisis is the result of foreign domination, aided and 
abetted by the local ruling class. It would be tragic if this revolt 
gets sidelined into boosting Argentinean capital within the na- 
tional market. Equally, many of the protestors will be demanding 
that capitalism works correctly rather. than seeking its end. Anar- 
chists must clearly argue that crisis is inevitable under this system 
and that local ruling elites are just as bad as foreign ones and that 
nationalism is not the solution. Anarchists must do all they can to 
argue that only working class self-management can create a decent 
society and encourage the struggle toward that end. 

This struggle gives those involved a sense of their own power, 
as individuals and collectively. It also gives them experience of 
managing their own lives and organising their own struggles. This 
is a good foundation for building a strong anarchist movement in 
Argentina. Anarchism played the leading role in the labour move- 
ment there 100 years ago. The current events are producing 
organisations with a distinctly libertarian nature. OSL’s participa- 
tion in the struggle will 
help regenerate popu- 
lar anarchist move- 
ment and federations. 

TOWARD 
REVOLUTION? 


The practical bases 
of an alternative are 
j already falling into 
lace. The embryo of 
i popular power, of a 
free society, is being 
created in the commu- 
nity and workplace 
assemblies. Self-man- 
4 agement must be en- 
couraged within them. 

These organs must be 
strengthened and federated. As in every struggle, anti-hierarchical 
coordination must be ensured. 

These assemblies must have the power to ensure they become 
expressions of the will of the working class and to provide a 
framework by which collective decisions, direct action, solidarity 
and self-defence can be organised. The assemblies have started to 
federate from the bottom up, with some assemblies choosing del- 
egates who participate in weekly inter-neighbourhood plenary 
sessions, some of which draw 4,000 people. Only by federating 


the popular organs of self-management can the state be abolished, — 





the Zanón congress, a 
22-year-old worker from the plant said that each centimetre of the 
plant, each tile that was piled within the long corridors stood for 
“the millions we produced, and everything that the province gave 
to Zanón, and now that Zanón doesn’t want to be responsible for 
it, it’s going to be ours.” That perspective has to be generalised and 
turned from a defensive strategy to an offensive one. 

The building of federations between the community and work- 
place assemblies is essential for three reasons. First, to build work- 
ing class power to resist and overthrow the current system by 
combining economic and social self-organisation. Second, to aid 
the creation and distribution of goods. Third, to create a possible 
framework in which to socialise the means of life and place them 
under true common ownership. A basic first step by the commu- 
nity assemblies must be the setting up of consumer co-operatives 
to facilitate the distribution of goods and encourage workers to 
expropriate their workplaces. All power must reside in the com- 
munity and workplace assemblies! 

The call for a “National Assembly of Employed and Unem- 
ployed Workers” is a positive one, as long as it is made up of 
mandated and recallable delegates and is complemented by local 
and regional federations of assemblies. Without constructive build- 
ing from the bottom-up, any national assembly will be artificial, a 
mouthpiece for various would-be politicians, new bosses, existing 
unions, party committees and other bureaucratic committees. Any 
National Assembly must be an organ for working class struggle, 
coordinating and executing the decisions of the base assemblies. 
Only this can make the slogan “all the politicians out” a reality. 

Attempts to centralise power will disempower the grassroots 
assemblies and kill the revolt. The seemingly widespread call for a 
“Constituent Assembly” is a call for a left wing bourgeois govern- 
ment and for the popular assemblies to be put under its control. It 
must be opposed as it is the death of grassroots self-management. 
The struggle must be coordinated based on bottom-up, federated, 
organisations. A call for a “People’s Assembly,” based on man- 
dated delegates from the community and workplace assemblies is 
paramount. Popular organisations must not surrender their self- 
rule and become mere stepping stones for a political party to take 
power. Assemblies and their councils must be autonomous, free 
from the control of any political party or organisation, including 
anarchist. “All power to the assemblies” must not become trans- 
formed into “all power to the Party through the assemblies.” De- 
cisions must reflect the debate in the assemblies, not in the small, 
restricted, leadership of a political party! 

As in every revolution, the “principles of anarchism” are being 
born from struggle, from the deeds of people fighting for a better 
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NEWS BRIEFS 


Italy IndyMedia Attacked 


Ani estimated 10,000 people came out for a 
“Reclaim Your Media!” parade in Rome, 
March 16, to protest the Italian government’s 
recent attacks on free speech and freedom of 
information. In February, as fallout from last 
year’s anti-G8 protests in Genoa, radical cul- 
tural and political centers in four Italian cities 
were raided by police. Computers and files 
were seized in an attempt to shut down Italy’s 
IndyMedia network (italy.indymedia.org). The 
government has also threatened to obscure the 
frequencies of acommunity radio station, Ra- 
dio Onda Rossa. 


RAF Member Freed 


Former Red Army Faction member 
Adelheid Schulz received a pardon from 
Germany’s President in February. Schulz was 
arrested in 1982 and later sentenced to life in 
prison for her role in R.A.F. actions, including 
the 1977 kidnapping and murder of industri- 
alist (and former Nazi Party member) Hanns- 
Martin Schleyer. 

















































Berenson’s Parole Denied 


In February, American Lori Berenson lost 
an appeal of her 20-year prison sentence. 
Berenson, 32, was convicted last June for col- 
laborating with the Tupac Amaru Revolution- 
ary Movement (MRTA) in a failed plan to at- 
tack Peru’s Congress in 1994. She has joined 
more than 500 revolutionary prisoners from 
MRTA and the Shining Path on a hunger-strike 
to protest the harsh conditions for political 
prisoners in Peru. 


Two Protesters Shot at 


Protest in Ecuador 


The clos- 
ing protest 
of the 
Campamento 
Internacional 
in Ecuador 
were marred 
by polic 
violence. 
Cops tear- 
gassed the demonstration after informing their 
superiors of the protest’s nonviolent nature. 
Two protesters were shot with live ammuni- 
tion by a security guard at the World Trade 
Center in Quito. Neither was seriously injured. 

The Campamento Internacional saw a week 
of protests against the Free Trade Area of the 
Americas and Plan Colombia, as well as fo- 
rums and workshops for activists to network 
and discuss viable alternatives to neoliberalism 
and capitalism. 

The repression brought quick denounce- 
ments from across the globe. 

























































Two Million Protest 
Labor Reform in Italy 


On March 23, up to 2 million people 
marched in Rome against the proposed aboli- 
tion of article 18, an article of the labour law 
preventing workers from being fired without 
valid reasons. The demonstration went ahead 
despite calls from the Berlusconi government 
to suspend it in the wake of the killing of Marco 
Biagi — adviser of the Minister for Welfare. 

Although the “Red Brigades” have been 
named responsible for the killing, many ques- 
tion the official line. The timing of the murder, 
and the way it was quickly tied by the govern- 
ment to the Left, raises memories of the 70s’ 
‘strategy of tension’ which saw state spon- 
sorship of terrorist acts then blamed on the 
left. A general workers strike against the re- 
forms of the labour law will go ahead in April. 


Black Radical Convicted 


In March, Jamil Abdullah Al-Amin was 
convicted sentenced to life in prison for killing 
a black sheriff’s deputy in Atlanta. Al-Amin 
maintains his innocence. Formerly known as 
H. Rap Brown, in the 1960's he was a radical 
organizer for the Student Nonviolent Coordi- 
nating Committee, and later a member of the 
Black Panthers (during which time he made 
the now-famous observation, “Violence is as 
American as cherry pie’). 


Town Meetings vs. Genetic Engineering 


By Ben Grosscup 


This March, citizens in at least 
31 Vermont towns brought resolu- 
tions to their town meetings against 
genetic engineering. They are upset 
that the federal government has not 
meaningfully addressed the press- 
ing issues related to genetic engineer- 
ing. As biotech corporate executives 
and Food and Drug Administration 
officials pass back and forth through 
Washington’s “revolving door,” and 
politicians are bought and paid for 
by the biotechnology industry, hope 
of reforming the government to bet- 
ter respond to these issues is be- 
coming increasingly misplaced. 

In Vermont and other parts of 
New England, citizens have an un- 
usual opportunity to exercise po- 
litical power on a local level. In ev- 
ery town in Vermont except the 
larger cities, citizens gather annu- 
ally to make decisions about their 
towns in an unusually open and 
democratic forum. This tradition 
began before the American Revolu- 
tion, soon after the first European 
settlers colonized New England. 
Their forms of government, patriar- 
chal and genocidal for the indigenous, 
were democratic in contrast to the 
monarchist context they fled. 

In the recent past, citizens in Ver- 
mont have entered this vestigial form 
of direct democracy by organizing 
multi-town campaigns to adopt 
resolutions at their town meetings. 
This has been used as part of the 
Nuclear Freeze campaign and as part 
ofa state Living Wage cam- 
paign, amonth other 
things. State law man- 
dates that resolutions # 
brought by 5 percent 4 
of a town’s registered 
voters must be included ; 
in the town meeting agenda, 
known as the “warning.” 

Town meeting campaigns can 


empower, communities to make de- - 


cisions based on the greater good of 
society and the environment, instead 
of narrow directives from the pow- 
erful few. One way we can cultivate 
this process of community empow- 
erment is to decide with our neigh- 
bors how to address dangers to our 


food safety, ecological integrity and 
community autonomy posed by 


„genetic engineering. When citizens 


gather like this, we begin reclaiming 
the freedom to govern ourselves, 
which the biotechnology industry, 
the federal government and interna- 
tional trade-regulators like the WTO 
try to make us forget ever existed. 
From the beginning of genetic en- 
gineering in 1973, the U.S. govern- 
ment has been deeply involved in 
funding research. In 1980, the gov- 
ernment granted the first patent on 
a life-form. This set a precedent for 
increased power for corporations to 
patent and “assemble” genetic se- 
quences, developed over millennia 
of natural evolution, to create new 
life forms to sell for private profit. 
The Food and Drug Administra- 
tion, the federal agency charged with 
regulating genetic engineering in the 
food supply, said corporations mar- 
keting genetically engineered foods 
can “voluntarily” label their prod- 
ucts. The FDA has refused to man- 
date that corporations label their 
new products, though safety test- 
ing on genetic engineering is based 
on faulty science. Corporations 
have kept people uninformed about 
the potentially dangerous foods 
they are putting in the food supply. 
By consolidating control over the 
seed and agrochemical market, these 

















corporations aggressively 
pres- sure farmers 
to use genetic 


engineering. 
Further, they 
shirk responsibility 
when their genetic tech- 
nology fails farmers. “In 
1997 nearly fifty growers 
in the Southern United 
States [who had planted 

Monsanto’s genetically engi- 
neered Cotton] filed complaints and 
sought compensation when their cot- 


and prematurely dropped their 
bolls. They also reported that the 
plants had stunted growth and de- 
formed root systems ... [Some sci- 
entists] now suggest that fruit abor- 
tion is the result of poor pollina- 
tion, common to all of Monsanto’s 


engineered cotton lines, the causes 
of which are as yet unclear'.” 
For many farmers, this caused ` 
severe economic damage. 
Eventually, Monsanto was 
ordered to grant small compen- 
sation to the farmers following ar 
bitration. However, under the ` 
company’s 2001 Technology ` 
Agreement, Monsanto required 
farmers who plant their seeds 


to sign a contract limiting 


Monsanto’s liability to the cost of 
the failed seeds. The contract only 
allows for disputes to be settled by 
binding arbitration and excludes 
Monsanto’s liability “for any inci- 
dental, consequential, special, or pu- 
nitive damages?.” Thus. when 
Monsanto’s seeds fail, farmers have 
limited means to collect damages. 

The biotechnology industry ex- 
tends centralized power further. The 
biotech industry and its agribusiness 
partners want to control land as a 
commodity for their own economic 
gain. Corporations like Monsanto 
and Novartis patent biological in- 
formation — life itself — for profit. 

Anti-genetic engineering resolu- 
tions are not just a means to pres- 
sure the government to properly 
regulate genetic engineering. The po- 
tential ends (vision) are dialectically 
derived from the development of the 
means (strategy). These efforts are 
concrete acts reflecting our highest 
aspirations for the good society, 
where people would discuss issues 
with their communities and make 
ethical, rational decisions. This edu- 
cational process teaches us that we 
are capable of making important de- 
cisions about our communities and 
our world, and it expands our wis- 
dom to make good decisions. 

But we need political power to 


_implement our well-informed deci- 


sions. By declaring a meratorium on 


. planting. genetically engineered 


ton crop produced malformed bolls © seeds, communities canassert that. = » to Sign” Mississippi Fa mer 


they, not corporations and unac- 
countable regulatory agencies, 
should define our food system. As 
we democratize political power at 
the local level, the biotechnology in- 
dustry and state institutions, which 
insist on maintaining their power, 












will attempt to repress us. They 
will try to quiet us by saying 
that we don’t have the politi- ~ 
cal authority to implement 
decisions on what we 
& should grow in our 
sown towns. The in- 
_. dustry may use its 
-< massive public rela- 
tions budgets to slander our 
work. The government may re- 
sort to its legal apparatus to invali- 
date our work. 

Exercising our right to make deci- 
sions about our communities often 
creates a conflict with the powers 
that be. This conflict can potentially 
expose and even transform the un- 
derlying power relationships be- 
tween the town and the state. It 
poses an ethical question about who 
should make what kinds of deci- 
sions. By standing together, citizens 
can exercise power whether the 
powerful say it is “appropriate.” 

To win, we need to be on the ethi- 
cal high-ground. Our main oppo- 
nents are corporations driven by ac- 
cumulating private profit. Our mes- 
sage is about ethics and democracy. 
We don’t want power to make any 
decisions. We want to be empow- 
ered to make good decisions. Good 
decisions help us meet human needs, 
expand opportunities for each per- 
son to explore her/his own poten- 
tial, and protect and promote eco- 
logical integrity. The town meeting 
campaign is not only about genetic 
engineering. It’s also about how our 
society should make decisions about 
all the issues that affect us. 


1 Ricarda A. Steinbrecher, “Ecologi- 
cal Consequences of Genetic Engi- 
neering” From, Redesigning Life? 
Edited by Brian Tokar Zed Books 
2001 p.96 

2 Eva Ann Dorris, “To monn or Not 






oe Patil so 


Progress Publication 
http://www.reclaimruralamerica.org/ 
tosignornot.htm 


Ben Grosscup is a student intern at 
the ISE Biotechnology Project. (See 
p. 9 for his contact info -- eds.) 


Ali Khalid Abdullah Under Attack 





Ali Khalid Abdullah, a New Afrikan political 
prisoner has been unjustly labeled a “suspected 
security threat” and “suspected terrorist” by the 
Michigan Department of Corrections. 

These accusations came at the same time as 
Ali’s sudden transfer from the Thumb Correc- 
tional Facility to another state-level prison. 

Since his incarceration in 1990, Ali has de- 
voted much of his time to improving his life and 
the lives of those around him. He has run an anti- 
drug program for fellow prisoners, earned a 
Bachelor’s degree and produced dozens of con- 
scious pamphlets distributed worldwide. Despite 
his many positive efforts, he has been denied 
parole five times and subject to unfair treatment 
on numerous occasions. 

, The latest case of this treatment began on Feb. 
“42. A question arose in the prison mail 
room at the Thumb Correctional Facil- 
ity, as to whether Ali should be al- 
lowed to receive a leaflet mailed from 
Puerto Rico containing slogans like 
“Smash Sexism.” It was eventually 
allowed in it. Shortly after, he was 
subjected to an unusual and unex- &Y 
plained cell search, in which many of ; 
his letters, literature and photographs 
where confiscated. 

Later that evening, he was called to the Con- 
trol Center at the prison and was given “a notice 
of intent to conduct an administrative hearing.” 
The notice indicated what materials were confis- 
cated and stated that Ali was “a suspected secu- 
rity threat, [indicated by] group literature and 
photographs depicting possible terrorist activ- 
ity, [and] uprising against institutions and gov- 
ernment [and] organized from several countries.” 
During this type of hearing, a prisoner is evalu- 















ated and, if deemed a threat to security, she/he is 
reclassified to a higher prison level and is trans- 
ferred to that level. In many cases, prisoners are 
transferred to federal prisons. Ali is at risk of 
being formally charged by the state, with the FBI 
headquarters and the US Justice Department be- 
ing notified. 

An hour after receiving this notice, Ali was 
told to “pack up and get ready to be transferred.” 
The next day (Feb. 13) he was moved to Kinross 
Correctional Facility, a state-run institution in 
Kincheloe, Michigan. 

These events are highly disturbing and suspi- 
cious. They occurred shortly after Ali’s sixth 
parole hearing on Feb. 7, which had given him a 
level of optimism at first. He had a good record at 
the Thumb Correctional Facility, and prior to 
2 these incidents had no reason to believe 
that he had done anything to upset the 
authorities there. 

These incidents are also, of course, 


treatment over the past week is likely a 
product of he bigoted attitudes and policies com- 
ing to lightin recent months. 

The International Campaign to Free Ali Khalid 
Abdullah is calling on all concerned people to 
support him as best as they can. All those who 
criticize the so-called “War on Terrorism,” rac- 
ism and the prison system have a chance to turn 
their words into concrete, productive actions by 
having Ali’s back in this time of need. 

Despite such treatment, Ali remains commit- 
ted to his work for positive social change. Now, 
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he needs your help to p 
clear his name and get F 
these charges dropped £ 
so he can move on to 
winning his freedom 
and continuing with his 
work. A 

At this point, we are 
asking everyone to 
write to the MDOC 
Officials listed below; 
and those with steady 
jobs to send some fi- 
nancial aid to Ali (c/o the campaign). In addition 
to the usual legal and living expenses, his money 
is still at the previous jail and won’t reach him 
for up to a month. 

This is a very sensitive situation and we need 
to proceed carefully. This is not the time to be 
hostile and confrontational. The goal here is to 
prove that Ali is not a terrorist threat and to get 
him free, not to confront prison officials on their 
issues. Any anger or political rhetoric would only 
be used as further evidence against Ali. 

“These moments are very precious & we are 
under determined pressure & peril by these 
people — thus to overcome this i'll need maxi- 
mum effort and support,” says Ali. “State your 
complaint, concerted concern and push for clear- 
ing my name and this sukon suspicion off of me 
with tact!” 

Letters of support can be sent to Ali in care of 
the campaign: International Campaign to Free 
Ali Khalid Abdullah, 2716 SE 21st St./ Portland, 
OR 97202, freeali@disinfo.net. (Please refrain 
from sending anything with “anarchy” or similar 
logos until this matter is corrected.) 
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Farmworkers Speak Truth to Taco Bell 


By Dan Berger 


Close to 2,000 people protested outside of 
Taco Bell international headquarters in Irvine, 
Calif. on March 11. Organized by the Coalition 
of Immokalee Workers, a farmworker organiza- 
tion based in southwest Florida, the protest was 
the culmination of a two-week tour protesting 
the multinational’s treatment of VOLES in 
Immokalee. 

Stopping in Atlanta, Chicago, Denver and a 
dozen more cities across the United States, the 
tour’s message was loud and clear: a living wage 
for farmworkers. Each stop was filled with di- 
verse and energetic actions against Taco Bell, com- 
plete with puppets, banners and a diverse mix of 
farmworkers, students, community and religious 
organizations and unions. 

Stops also included solidarity actions 
with local struggles wherever possible, con- 
tinuing CIW’s lasting tradition of building 
grassroots relationships across the coun- 
try. Indeed, across the world — two work- 
ers from France instrumental in organizing 
a successful strike against McDonald’s there 
accompanied the tour. 

Immokalee workers — who make about 
$7,500 annually and are denied health care, 
sick leave and the right to organize — haven’t 
had a raise in more than two decades. 

Taco Bell, a fast-food giant that makes 
over $5.2 billion a year, is one of the big- 
gest corporations to use tomatoes picked 
from Immokalee. If they paid one penny 





more per bucket of tomatoes, it would double 
Immokalee workers’ salaries. While the restau- 
rant still refuses to “intervene” in what they call 
a dispute between “the growers and their prop- 
erty,” the workers are confident in their ability to 
achieve success. 

“We do not need violence to win this fight,” 
said farmworker and CIW member Marcelo 
Paredes, in a talk in Denver. “Our best and only 
weapon is the truth, our words, and the con- 
sciousness of the people who hear our cry for 
simpie justice and are joining our side in greater 
numbers every day.” 

This talk, Marcelo’s first public address, “sym- 
bolized the character of the Taco Bell boycott, of 
people taking power — and control of their own 





destinies — back from the corporations that have 
come to dominate our lives,” according to CIW’s 
Web site. 

About 70 people went on the tour that left 
Florida on March 1. The predominantly Latino 
coalition has been engaged in a campaign against 
Taco Bell since April 2001. The tour was origi- 
nally scheduled to take place in late September, 
but was rescheduled due to the terrorist attacks. 

While the workers are back in Florida, the cam- 
paign against Taco Bell and for farmworker jus- 
tice continues. Other farmworker unions and radi- 
cal organizations the nationwide have pledged 
their solidarity and students at many college cam- 
puses are trying to get Taco Bell kicked off cam- 
pus as part of the “Boot the Bell” campaign. 

CIW continues to put their 
politics into practice, march- 
ing under the banner, “from 
the people, for the people. 
We are all leaders.” 


For more information on 
CIW and how you can help 
with the campaign, contact: 
Coalition of Immokalee 
Workers 
PO Box 603 
Immokalee FL 34143 
941-657-1776 
www.ciw-online.org 
CoalmmWkr @aol.com 


Protests Against WEF, Capitalism... 


continued from page 1 


members of the Forum — was targeted as an in- 
disputable example of high level collusion by 
political elites and corporate executives. Dubbed 
the “White Executive Fiasco” on some placards 
and stickers, the WEF was regularly critiqued by 
demonstrators for actively promoting similar 
political-corporate collusion for private profit at 
public expense. 

Founded in the early 1970s, the WEF usually 
meets in the relative isolation of the Swiss Alps, 


exclusive, high-powered environment where “gov- 
emments and business can freely and produc- 
tively discuss challenges and work together to 
mold solutions.” A WEF press release says the 
annual meetings create “opportunities for the 
formation of global partnerships and alliances. 

The WEF has also become the target of the 
global anti-capitalist protest movement, which 
sees the WEF as a driving force behind various 
“free trade” treaties, the agenda of institutions 
like the WTO and the IMF, and of the policies of 
many neo-liberal governments. 

The past two Davos meetings have been sig- 
nificantly disrupted by demonstrators, despite 


` the logistical challenge of protesting at a ski vil- 


lage and even an official protest ban by Swiss 
authorities last year. Major mobilizations have 
also accompanied recent WEF regional meetings 
in Australia, Mexico and Austria. 

The Sept. 11 attacks provided the meeting or- 
ganizers the opportunity to display their own 
brand of capitalist camaraderie by moving their 
annual meeting to New York in “a sign of global 
solidarity with the people of New York.” To 
oppose the WEF, in the minds of some WEF 


sponsors, organizers and mainstream media, is , 


to somehow be complicit with terrorism, or at 
least disrespectful of the victims of Sept. 11. 

The WEF protests in New York occurred un- 
der an enormous police mobilization. Permitted 
protests, including the main march on Saturday 
afternoon, one mile long with as many as 20,000 
people, were constantly lined by rows of police 
and systematically corralled into one stifling lane 
of traffic and crowded protest pens. 

Despite legal approval, the protest was re- 
pressed, one protestor said. Another organizer, 
frustrated with the police presence, said, “To 
hell with permits. We held out an olive branch 
and our fingers were broken.” 

An antiquated anti-mask law dating back to 
1845 was used to target protesters throughout 
the weekend. Lines of police were placed in front 
of almost every Starbucks, Gap, Nike and the 
many luxury stores and boutiques throughout 
midtown Manhattan, while ever-present helicop- 
ters overhead completed the scene. 

There were three main arrest incidents on the 
weekend, all involving swarms of uniformed and 
plainclothes police surrounding protesters and ~ 


. ing to Eric Laursen 


attacking with Billy-clubs and pepper-spray. The 
first mass arrests occurred at the legal demon- 
stration on Saturday, when at least 150 police 
mobbed demonstrators south of Central Park af- 
ter most of the march was thinned out. . The 
police trap seemingly targeted a group of demon- 
strators carrying Plexiglas shields painted ue 
colorful images. 

Janick Lewis — a 16-year-old high school.stu- 
dent:from Alexandria, Va., who says he’s “an 
anarchist, not a terrorist” — was part of the shield 


“at the ski village of Davos. It aims fo create : an group that was brusquely arrested by riot police 


and plainclothes officers. Released 30 hours later, 
after detention at the Brooklyn Naval Yard that 
was used as a temporary prison, he was charged 
with “illegal assembly” at a legally permitted 
demonstration. 

Lewis said the shields were intended both as 
signs and as a form of self-protection. “We 
wanted to, if necessary,. protect protesters so 
our right to assemble would be respect 

Other police interventions on the weekend 
were also unprovoked, with the only. apparent 
aim being to prevent any dissent beyond the con- 
trol of police permits and protest pens. Early 
Sunday afternoon, 87 arrests were made in the 
East Village of New York as members of the Anti- 
Capitalist Convergence and their supporters tried 
to march on the streets without a permit. 

A source monitoring a police scanner heard 
one officer remark, “Lock them up so we can go 
home and watch the game,” a reference to the 
Super Bowl on Sunday. New York City Mayor 
Michael Bloomberg and Police Commissioner 
Raymond Kelly briefly observed the arrests. 

Despite the arrests, the paucity of media cov- 
erage (especially when the protests did not turn 
“violent”) and the enormous police mobilization, 
protest organizers and participants retained a 
sense of accom- 
plishment. Accord- 


of the Another 
World is Possible 
Coalition, “we 
showed the success 
of organizing a mass 
action, even after 9- 
11, without resort- 
ing to leaders, 
bosses or hierar- 
chies.” David 
Graeber of the ACC 
added, “This was 
perhaps the first ac- 
tion that was en- j 
tirely put together 
by the “bad” pro- 
testers.” i 

Both speakers $ 
were alluding to the 
decision, both ex- 





plicit and implicit, of major United States unions 
and NGOs to not significantly mobilize for pro- 
tests against the WEF. That left the bulk of orga- 
nizing work to groups like AWIP and the ACC, 
which emerged from the anarchist-oriented New 
York City Direct Action Network. 

The decision to protest openly on the streets 
of New York in an explicitly anti-capitalist and 
anti-war protest attracted thousands, and coun- 
tered the conventional wisdom of the inappro- 
priateness of protesting in New York City months 


after Sept. 11. Laursen said it’s insulting to say © 


that New Yorkers can’t protest. “This is a city 
that tolerates dissent.” 

Payal Parekh, a Boston-based activist with 
the South Asian Center who helped to facilitate 
street puppets and theatre on the weekend said 
it’s “inappropriate to keep your mouth shut. 
These protests show that people in New York 
and around the country are not going to be re- 
pressed into accepting a police state.” 

L.A. Kauffman, a longtime New York-based 
radical journalist and activist with Reclaim the 
Streets, summed up the mood of many protest- 
ers in New York by saying that the tragic autumn 
did not win out. 

“We proved ... that despite incredible intimi- 
dation and fear-mongering, large numbers of 
people still came to New York City and we stood 
our ground. We kept open our political space 
that [U.S. Attorney General John] Ashcroft and 
the U.S. government are trying to shut down.” 

In the face of thousands of ever-present po- 
lice, the ability to undertake effective civil dis- 
obedience and direct action became almost im- 
possible, despite the efforts of a range of affinity 
groups. This caused some disappointment for 
many activists. 

“Some people were frustrated by the con- 
straints under which we op- 
erated here, but holding these 
actions at all was a bold step,” 
Kauffman said “Our move- 
ment is very much alive and 
seasoned enough to make solid 
and strategic choices based on 
circumstances.” 

Besides, she concluded, “it 
was confrontational enough 
just being on the streets.” 


Jaggi Singh is a writer and ac- 
tivist from Montreal. He 
works with the Anti-Capital- 
ist Convergence (CLAC) of 
Í Montreal. This article was 
written for rabble.ca, a-infos 
and indymedia. 

For more info, check http:// 
nyc.indymedia.org. A previ- 
ous article by Jaggi can be 
found there. 





Anti-capitalist bank 
robber finishes prison 


sentence 
In March, Helen Woodson completed her 







during which she robbed a Chicago bank and 
then set fire to the approx. $25,000 the tellers 
had given her. As the money burned, Woodson 
read a statement criticizing the idolatry of 
money. The action occured immediately after 
she had been involuntarily released on parole 
after serving 9 years for a 1984 disarmament 
action at a nuclear missile silo in Missouri. She 
remains in jail awaiting a probation revocation 
hearing, and has promised to “act again outside 
the law whenever I am released.” 

















Houston Mothers Protest 
Police Brutality 


Houston 
mothers of 
children 
killed by 
police held 
an emer- 
gency dem- 
onstration 
Feb. 10 in 
front of the | 
Houston 
Police De- 
partment headquarters to protest the killing of 
Jack L. Stuart on the previous night. Stuart 
was murdered by police because, according to 
the Houston Chronicle, the officer “feared 
Stuart might have had a weapon. No weapon 
was recovered, however.” 

Women from the newly organized Civilians 
Down participated in the demonstration. The 
group’s site (www.civiliansdown.com) lists 
people killed by area police and hosts photos 
of officers who have killed people in the com- 
munity. 


Thousands Protest EU. 
~ Summit in Spain 


Up to 500,000 people marched through 
the streets of Barcelona on March 16 to pro- 
test the summit of European leaders. In addi- 
tion to calling attention to the imperialist and 
anti-democratic nature of the EU, protestors 
held a demonstration in remembrance of Carlo 
Guiliani, the anarchist murdered at G8 dem- 
onstrations last summer. The protest began 
peacefully but ended in violence as the police 
attacked protesters with rubber bullets and 
tear gas. Groups of protesters escaped onto 
side streets, and many protesters were beaten 
by the police while trying to seek refuge. It is 
unknown at this time how many were seri- 
ously injured. 


SLA Activists Still 
Targeted by State 


In January, a chapter closed in the long saga 
of Sara Jane Olson, formerly known as 
Kathleen Soliah, when she was sentenced to 
20 years to life for conspiring to bomb two 
L.A.P.D. cars in 1975 (neither bomb went off). 
Olson pled guilty to possessing bombs with 
intent to murder, but outside the courtroom 
she proclaimed her innocence. She explained 
that her guilty plea was motivated by a belief 
that she would not receive a fair trial consid- 
ering the mood of the country post-Sept.11. 
Olson, 55, was arrested in 1999 after 24 years 
as a fugitive. 

Also in January, California prosecutors, ap- 
parently encouraged by Olson’s guilty plea, 
arrested three. former members of the 
Symbionese Liberation Army on charges of 
killing a bank patron during a 1975 robbery. 
Emily Harris, Bill Harris and Michael Bortin 
are being held on $1 million bail awaiting trial. 
Olson has also been charged in this case, and 
another suspect, James Kilgore, is still at large. 
The S.L.A. is most famous for kidnapping 
Patty Hearst, who later joined the group. Bill 
Harris has criticized the new charges as an 
“insititional vendetta” against all revolution- 
ary groups. Harris also lamented, “We were a 
bunch of amateurs I wish everyone would 
forget us.’ 
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By Jason Adams 
(Summarized from a longer interview with 
Luciana, International Secretary of the Federacao 
Anarquista do Gaucha, during the Jornadas 
Anarquistas parallel meeting to the World Social 
Forum in Porto Alegre, Brazil, Feb. 1-5, 2002.) 


In 2001 an International Libertarian Solidarity 
meeting occurred in Madrid, Spain. Present were 
the Federacao Anarquista do Gaucha of Brazil, 
the FAU of Uruguay, the OSL of Argentina, the 
OSL of Switzerland, the SAC of Sweden, the 
CGT of Spain, and the CNT of France, as well as 
an anarchist group from Lebanon and another 


- from Greece. Here they started a new network of 


organizations whose primary goal was to encour- 
age an increase in contact between the different 
groups. At the meeting, the FAG asked for the 
other organizations to support them in a major 
project of organizing litter collectors and helping 
to sustain several squatted buildings. Among these 
buildings they planned to build a Social Center, a 
culture center with a printing press for FAG pro- 
paganda. This would also create work for some 
of the unemployed members of the organization, 
as they would take in outside jobs as well. They 
were unable to raise the total amount of funds to 
buy this press, though they are continuing to try 
to raise funds internationally. 

The 2001 ILS meeting occurred during FAG’s 
sixth year. The federation began in 1995, emerg- 
ing from an array of elements in society including 
the punk scene, working people, marginalized 
people and some students. These diverse ele- 
ments got together because they were tired of 
just talking about theory, they wanted to actu- 
ally do something. They began to look for ex- 
amples in South America of how anarchist theory 
could be put into practice. They were soon ex- 
posed to anarchist organizations in Uruguay, 
which ended up having a great deal of influence 
on the formation of the FAG. Of these, the FAU 
in Montevideo was the most important as it had 
been around for 45 years, lasting through the 


many dictatorships that have ruled the country. 


Such a track record was rather impressive to-the 
new organization, and an important relationship 
began between the two groups of anarchists. 

-This is where the FAG members first learned 
of the concept of specifismo. Within the South 
American anarchist tradition, this theory has been 
extremely important. It says that the role of an- 
archist organizations is to organize people spe- 
cifically as anarchists while individual anarchists 
should also participate in the broader popular 
movements and add their anti-authoritarian in- 
fluence as a militant minority. Specifismo also 
states that people do not organize themselves 
only as workers as in the earlier syndicalist tradi- 
tion, but rather they organize themselves under 
whatever their situation is. If they are students, 
they organize as students. If they work in the 
informal sector, selling batteries, cds and t-shirts 
onthe street they do not organize as workers per 
se but as marginalized people. This theory comes 
primarily: out of South America’s “Southern 
Cone” of Uruguay, Brazil and Argentina and is a 
combination of parts of the thought of Malatesta, 
Bakunin and others. 

As anarchospecifists, the FAG works on the 
anarchist level and the social level. On the social 
level they work to build 
a common front with 
the popular move- 
ments around a com- 
mon agenda. On the an- 
archist level they orga- 
nize specifically as an- 
archists, propagating 
an anti-authoritarian 
worldview and building 
consciousness among 
the people. In order for 
this theory to be effec- 
tive, they have placed 
strategizing at a very 
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anarchist ideology or doctrine that claims to be 


_ applicable to all peoples, in all places, at all times. 


For instance, anarchosyndicalism is virtually un- 
known in the Brazilian context today, because 
70% of the population are marginalized people 
employed in the informal sector with no boss to 
organize against. The majority of Brazilians sur- 
vive by selling cheap batteries, t-shirts or burned 
CDs in the streets to whoever will buy them; not 
really analogous to the classical concept of the 
working class. Instead, they organize in ways 
specific to the Brazilian situation. 

But anarchospecifists are not opposed to syn- 
dicalism. They admire and fondly remember 
Brazil’s largest social movement in the first quar- 
ter of the twentieth century, the predominantly 
syndicalist first wave of anarchism. Most of the 
rights workers have today in Brazil are a result of 
that movement’s hard work. Yet they also re- 
member why they failed to last beyond the 1920s 
as a significant movement: because the anarchist 
movement of the time did not speak to the real, 
pressing, immediate issues facing the Brazilian 
people. Instead, they spoke endlessly of the won- 
ders that the future society was sure to bring, or 
of the need to be involved in the anarchist move- 
ment on the international level, of what was hap- 
pening in the other countries of the world. By 
the time the Brazilian Communist Party was get- 
ting organized, they were able pick up those work- 
ers who had become disillusioned with the anar- 
chists through a combination of simply address- 
ing these neglected bread and butter issues as 
well as by pointing to the “success” of the Bol- 
sheviks in Russia. 

Since the mid-1990s, the FAG has set off on a 
largely new path, with an anarchist theoryeand in 
a social context unfamiliar to the Northern anar- 
chist movement. The FAG has worked with the 
MST, the landless peasants’ movement, through 
the MNLM (homeless movement) in Alegrete, a 
village in the interior. This connection was made 
through the organizing work they have done with 
marginalized litter collectors from the informal 
sector. They were involved in a coalition that 
involved the FAG, the MNLM and the MST, 
who all worked together to occupy a large build- 
ing, formerly a bank. To mobilize for this action, 
the FAG was also involved in a popular educa- 
tion group that mobilized people and educated 
the informal workers in practical skills like read- 
ing and writing. As a result, many in the MST 
have expressed an affinity to the thinking of the 
FAG, and, likewise, there are many. within the 
FAG who feel solidarity with the MST move- 
ment. However, a.proposition for a formal alli- 
ance between the groups ran into problems with 
parts of the MST bureaucracy, some of whom 
are more interested in Marxist tendencies then 
anarchist movements. This tension between the 
unruly rank-and-file of the MST and the Marx- 
ist-Leninist leadership is indicative of a growing 
trend in South America that anarchists are in- 


ing advantage 
of. 

This disillu- 
sionment 
amongst the 
population is 
primarily with 
“socialismo 
real” or reality 
socialism. This 
form of social- 
ism uses 
Marxist- 
Leninist anti- 
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in their work. For in- another FAG member at a meeting 


stance, the FAG has 
mapped out a loose 10-year strategy for op- 
pressed people that goes step by step to a situ- 
ation they would like to see. In their work within 
the popular social movements they do not try to 
impose anarchist ideology per se; instead they 
work together with them as equals while also 
maintaining a more radical position. The FAG 
see themselves as only one part within a larger 
movement, not the saviors of the oppressed. 
Specifismo also opposes to any universalistic 


rhetoric and 
symbolism 
yet makes many compromises with the elites. 
When people start engaging in practical anarchist 
work, they make contacts with the membership 
of these organizations and easily find members 
who are becoming disillusioned with Marxism- 
Leninism. This is usually easy, especially when 
considering the current president. President 
Cardoso was elected largely for his renowned 
importance as a Marxist philosopher who at- 
tacked U.S. capitalist hegemony over Brazil. But 


3 creasingly tak- 


when he assumed power, he quickly became a 
neo-liberal like all the rest. As a result of this, the 
neo-liberal government is ideologically strong, 
much more than it had been before Cardoso. It 
focuses its doctrine largely on the marginalized 
majority, imposing its ideology of neoliberalism 
upon them even while claiming to fight against 
poverty and U.S. domination. 

When the FAG was formed in 1995, several other 
groups also formed in the same year, particularly 
in Sao Paulo and Rio de Janeiro. This flurry of 
anarchist activity led to a discussion of creating 
some sort of a national anarchist organization. 
The idea was that once 10 states within Brazil 
formed anarchist organizations, they would unite 
to form a national one, but by 1997 there were 
still only four. Out of frustration, they formed 


the Organizacion Socialista Libertaria anyway, : 


as a national orga- 
nization for 
anarchospecificists. 
However when 
they tried to get 
together in order 
to work on nation- 
wide projects the 
coordination fell 
apart, partly be- 
cause they-didn’t 
yet have the 
Internet, and the 
distance of travel- 
ing from city to 
city was a huge 
barrier. Instead of 
doing things to- 
gether the various 
groups started to 
squabble amongst 
themselves rather 


~ ‘than effectively working on the issues at hand. In 


1999, the member organizations of the OSL de- 
cided to go ahead and dissolve the national infra- 
structure due to the persistence of these issues. 
Almost immediately after the organization was 
dissolved it suddenly became easier for all of the 
separate groups to work together. The source of 
the problems was largely this desperate attempt 
to bring together rather disparate groups under a 
common umbrella that didn’t always fit all the 
organizations quite right. 

Brazilian anarchist groups are planning to build 
a nationwide organization once again, as anar- 
chist groups are now present in a record high (in 
the post-1981 context) of eight states, and people 
from other states are expressing interest as well. 
The groups could top 10 organizations within 
just a few months. The organizations are plan- 
ning a nationwide meeting in May in the north- 
ern region of Brazil, a three-day trip for those in 
the southern part of the country. By making the 
trip, the Southern anarchists, in a far richer region 


of the country, are hoping to show those in the 


north that they are serious. Brazilian anarchist 
groups hope this time will be different than the 
previous attempts to build the OSL because now 
they are planning to have one meeting each year, 
they will only allow in those who identify as 
anarchospecifists; and they resolve to respect 
whatever other differences arise instead of trying 
to reach an overly broad consensus. 

Women and others in the FAG are also trying 
to combat the machismo, homophobia and rac- 
ism that sometimes arise within the Brazilian 
anarchist movement. There have been attempts 
in the past to build organizations within the move- 
ment specifically for women or queers or Afro- 
Brazilians, but now some within these groups 
are questioning if that is the best way. In 1999 
several women formed a group within the FAG 
called Mujeres Libertarias, known within the or- 
ganization as ANITA, the name of a famous 
woman from the Gaucha region (where Porto 
Alegre is situated) who dressed like a man in the 
Brazilian Revolution. It was a strong organiza- 
tion amongst those who were involved, but it did 
not attract a large number of women, so the group 
stopped focusing on such issues. However, there 
is currently a movement to restart ANITA be- 
cause in Rio Grande do Sul the cowboy “Gau- 
cho” machismo culture is still very strong and 





even with radical circles it requires oppositional 
organization in order to balance it out. But mem- 
bers often get so tied up in the issues outside of 
the anarchist context that they often do not have 
the time to deal properly with these issues. This 
question may prove to be a critical new question 
of balance for the Brazilian anarchist movement, 
as the question of bread and butter issues vs. pie 
in the sky issues was for the first wave of prima- 
rily syndicalist organizing. 

One thing that has really helped to build the 
anarchist movement in Brazil is the political space 
that has been opened up by the World Social 
Forum. This massive event has shifted the center 
of debate in the country much farther to the left 
than it had been, and thus some of those who 
were already on the “left” have moved on to 
become anarchists. This process has not been 
easy; at WSF2001 there was a good deal of trouble 
that arose between the anarchists and the WSF. 
The FAG thought that it was going to be an open 
forum, in which they could directly participate; 
but it wasn’t like that at all. 

When they arrived at the opening meetings, 
everything had already been decided by people 
high in the ranks. of ATTAC and the Workers 





“AFAG meeting 
~ Party. They then tried to give the FAG merely = 


administrative jobs with no decision-making 
power. During the opening march of the forum 
this year, the FAG decided to break off with 
other anarchists since the official march was go- 
ing specifically where there were no banks, no 
multinational corporations or anything like that. 
At first the CUT parade marshals tried to stop 
them from leaving by pushing them and keeping 
them in. So the FAG members went under their 
legs and broke through. Some MST members had 
met with them previously, planning to break off 
as well, but were thwarted by MST parade mar- 
shals. However, when they finally did break off, 
they threw eggs and stones at the banks and at 
McDonalds. Despite all the problems however, 
the FAG feels it was better to come to the WSF, 
take part and attempt to radicalize it than it is to 
not come at all. Also, it is a good way to get to 
know other social movements from all over the 
world, to meet each other face to face. But they 
also think that it is time to make a new kind of 
World Social Forum that is based directly on the 
grassroots movements and is not controlled by 
the political parties. Such is the tradition of 
anarchospecifismo. 


The FAG needs your help! They are trying to 
raise money to buy a printing press. To help or 
for more information, contact them at: 
Federacao Anarquista Gaucha 

Caixa Postal 5036 

Cep 90041-970 

Porto Alegre -RS 

Brasil 

fag.poa@terra.com.br 


Jason Adams has been actively engaged in anar- 
chist theory and activism since his youthful par- 
ticipation in Portland’s 1991 city-wide high school 
student strike against the Gulf War. Since then he 
has worked with the radical labor movement, stu- 
dent tuition activism, multiracial peoples, inde- 
pendent media activism and helped to build the 
anti-WTO uprising in Seattle 1999 both locally 
and internationally. He can be contacted at 

-ringfingers@ yahoo.com, and his zine, All I Know 
is What I’ve Seen is online at 
http://go.to/ringfingers 
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to resist police brutality at street demonstrations, “black bloc” 
has become an entity unto itself. It has taken on an entire subcul- 
ture, persona, and a host of culturally specific no-no’s (like engag- 
ing in popular culture or eating a hamburger). By definition there 
are no official leaders of the black bloc. There is no official organi- 
zation that makes black blocs show up at demonstrations. How- 
ever, in the minds of many who see and participate in black blocs, 
anti-authoritarian beliefs and militant action have become insepa- 
rable. In many anarchist circles today, one is not accepted as suf- 
ficiently revolutionary without proper black attire, knowledge of 
jargon and, in particularly awful cases, whether the person is a 
young white male. These trends make anti-authoritarianism morph 
from a coherent set of ideas, accessible and applicable to people of 
all different backgrounds, to a small and even parochial sub-cul- 
ture that, despite talk of “diversity of tactics,” embraces narrow 
and even predictable means of resistance (dressing in black, acting 
anonymously, organizing in affinity groups, engaging cops in street 
battles, etc.). Some activists see militant action as the most revo- 
lutionary tactic possible and therefore good. But there is no such 
thing as a revolutionary tactic. Revolution is a strategic process 
marked by decisive moments of confrontation with powerful elites 
and the development of counter structures that empower people 
to make decisions about their lives and meet community needs. 

To know what is appropriate at what time in a revolutionary 
struggle, we need to think rationally about changing contexts so 
our movement can grow and evolve dynamically. We need well 
thought out ideas and means of implementing them everywhere. 

SPONTANEITY VS. INSTITUTIONALIZATION 

Many anarchists favorably equate spontaneity with autonomy, 
personal freedom and free association; some of the foundations of 
anarchism. Ultimately, we want to be free to make decisions about 
our lives without an imposing system of command and control 
from above. Other anarchists, however, associate institutional- 
ization with “gray suits, bureaucracy, dogma, hierarchy.” Indeed, 
the institutions most people in this society experience most di- 
rectly include school, work places, and religious institutions. For 
many, these experiences are deeply demoralizing because they 
totally contradict the desire for spontaneity. Some conclude that 
they don’t want any institutions. 

An institution is a lasting organization of stable relationships 
with a specific purpose. The question is not, “Institution or not?” 
Rather, “What kind of institutions?” People often resist building 
institutions with theoretical foundations and long-term programs, 
favoring episodic, spontaneous, moments of glory on the front 
lines and in their personal lives. We want institutions with solid 





anti-authoritarian theoretical foundations committed to putting |# 


these ideas into practice, engendering spontaneity as part of a 





Way for the Globalization Movement... _ 


larger project of liberation. Creating good institutions does not 
mean compromising anti-authoritarian politics; it means commit- 
ting to them. It means creating community-based revolutionary 
infrastructure that makes this movement relevant to our neighbors 
in between mass mobilizations. It means creating lasting systems 
of self-governance and community decision-making that mirror 
the free society we want to build. 

The beginnings of this work have been extraordinary. The 
spokescouncil organizing model, for example, has been essential 
to giving this movement a directly democratic and decentralized 
structure. These moments show us that what we want — what this 
world needs — is attainable. We can do it! Most exciting is that 
these structures are beginning to empower many people. We should 
strive to make the movement so inclusive and general that huge 
numbers of people feel empowered and connected. These deci- 
sion-making bodies should be strongly anti-authoritarian so that 
no individual, organization or political party can take them over 
for a particular interest. They must be stable enough so decisions 
are resolved by equally empowered people debating together. 

Creating revolutionary infrastructure (affinity groups, commu- 
nity gardens, free schools, cultural centers, unions, counter com- 
munity meetings, etc.) is not about making insular lifestyle hide- 
aways. Revolutionary infrastructure is the complex and diverse 
web of connections that is intricately connected to and a critical 
part of the larger political movement and revolutionary project. 

SECURITY CULTURE VS. 
ORGANIZATIONAL TRANSPARENCY 


We have to organize in ways that resist federal surveillance and 
try our darndest not to allow the State to throw us in jail for trying 
to build a free society. But the security culture we adopt often 
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takes on a life of its own, turning into a barrier to democratic 
sharing of vital information. 

In the name of “security concerns” at the Quebec 2001 2001 
and actions against the Free Trade Area of the Americas, the place 
of the spokes council was not announced until the last minute. 
One had to already be privy to the organizer’s communications 
network to find out where the meeting was. This prevented many 
out-of-town people, and probably local people, from finding the 
meeting where the action plan was discussed. The next day many 
people were not aware that if they did not want to be in a militant 
“red” zone, they should not be in the non-violent direct-action 
oriented “yellow” zone. It was an amazing, spontaneous, wonder- 
ful historic moment when the red zone emerged out of the yellow 
zone to tear down the fence. The only. problem was some people 
were not prepared to be in the thick of the police violence that 
followed. There were people who didn’t realize what they were 
getting themselves into by being in the yellow zone. 

If we want to embrace a “diversity of tactics,” there needs to be 
a way for people on all levels of the “traffic-light spectrum” to feel 
empowered in their participation. That’s part of what resisting is 
about — feeling like you are taking control of your life and making 
decisions with other people to reclaim collective power. When 
some activists deny important information, which may be critical 
to making informed decisions about how to best contribute to the 
movement or action, organizations can fall apart, leaving partici- 
pants with a bitter, disempowering and anti-democratic feeling. 

There is a fine line between security concerns and making sure 
everyone has the information they need to make informed deci- 
sions. Security culture tries to stay one step ahead of the authori- 
ties, but we’ve also got to be in-step with each other. If informa- 
tion is sensitive, the process of releasing it should still be transpar- 
ent. This challenge requires creative and innovative strategy. 

We are faced with a seemingly impossible task: transforming 
the fundamental institutional structure of society. Our 
vision for the future should inform how we organize in 
the present. Theory informs practice, vision informs 
strategy. As we organize, we should hold each other 
mutually responsible that our movement be rooted in 
direct democracy, inclusiveness and an ethical frame- 
work. In times of political repression, we must keep 
our eyes on the bigger picture and act in solidarity with 
one another in the struggle of the present. Now more 
than ever, we must demand the impossible — not-only 
of our world, but also of ourselves. 


The authors are interested in dialogue! Doyle can be 
reached at: doyle @riseup.net. She is studying critical 
pedagogy and is a community activist in Vermont. Ben 
(stokingthefires @riseup.net) is studying food politics 
at the Institute for Social Ecology (www.social- 
ecology.org). 


As anarchists, we have to remember why we’ re 
involved. We need to improve the situation im- 
mediately, taking what victories we can when- 
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possible gain from a tiny group of people adopt- 
ing tactics that, by their nature, exclude the vast 
majority of people. It’s not going to stop any 
decisions being made by the G8; those decisions 
will be made anyway, somewhere else if not there. 
And the ‘public relations’ victory was won the 
day the G8 admitted that they had to meet in 
such an isolated location. 

This is true when the summits are in more 
accessible locations, protected by lines of fences, 
armoured cars and riot police, rather than wilder- 
ness. By using extreme security measures, global 
financial institutions admit they have lost a lot of 
public support. The summits are not self-con- 
gratulatory press conferences when they are in a 
militarized zone. What will be gained by disrupt- 
ing them, especially given the tactics needed? 

Though activist cells and secret societies have 
long been part of the revolutionary tradition, they 
are deeply problematic for anarchism. While 
Leninists and other authoritarians have no prob- 
lems with decisions being made by an elite mi- 
nority, a central tenet of anarchism is that deci- 
sions should be made by the people affected by 


. them. Such democratic control is ruled out if the 


anarchist movement goes underground — small 
groups will be doing what they think is in 
everyone’s interests, instead of everyone getting 
a chance to make their own decisions. 

Anarchism has to be the free and conscious 
creation of the majority of people in society, 
meaning a lot of people have to be convinced that 
it’s a good, workable idea. This is almost impos- 
sible if we can’t show our faces in public, if at 
every demonstration the anarchists are hidden in 
the crowd. The bourgeois media will always be 
happy to portray anarchism as mindless vio- 
lence. If we don’t show that there’s also a posi- 
tive side to anarchism, no one else will. 

That doesn’t mean that we have to be paci- 
fists, or that we have to rule out all violence/ 
property destruction. There may still be cases 
when ‘violence’ is the best solution to the prob- 
lem. But there are costs to this course of action, 
and all too often they seem to be ignored. The 
decisions about which tactic tou use is often looked 


- at as a choice between how exciting it is to mask 


up and break things versus how boring it is to try 
to persuade people. We need to look at what is 
best for anarchism. If the black blocs continue at 
summit protests, will it be because people have 
weighed up their pros and cons and decided they 
are the most effective tactic, or because people 
like to dress up in gas masks and bandanas? 

We have to seize our freedoms when we can, 
but as long as capitalism and the state continue, 
all our victories can only be temporary. We’ ve 
got to keep a balance, making sure our short-term 
gratification doesn’t make our long-term goals 
harder to reach. We’re fighting for the whole 
world, not just for a week. 

The first round is over, and we’ ve won. Sum- 
mits will never be the same again — instead of 
open displays of power and confidence, staged 
in the major cities of the west, the World Bank, 
WTO, IMF and G8 have to meet in the Canadian 
wilderness, or in a repressive state like Qatar. 
They’ ve been forced onto the defensive — they’ re 
the ones that have to justify their existences, and 
they have to do so from behind lines of barri- 
cades and riot cops. 

As they’ ve withdrawn, we’ ve gained in confi- 
dence. The world is full of networks of activists, 
sharing information and working together on a 
scale few would have dreamed of a few years 
ago. And these networks have been built demo- 
cratically, from the ground up. Delegates and 
spokescouncils, ideas that few had heard of a 
couple of years ago, are now common currencies. 
Many new groups organize without rulers as a 


' matter of course, and more people are question- 


ing if people need rulers at all, whether they call 
themselves capitalist, socialist or communist. 
But we can’t use the same tactics against the 
same targets and expect to keep being successful. 
So far the movement has been open, democratic 
and has used fairly peaceful direct action. As 
these tactics prove less successful there will be 
calls to change. To prevent police infiltration, 


some will cry for appointing small groups of — 


leaders who will decide how demonstrations will 
be run, rather than having open discussions. Oth- 
ers are withdrawing from discussions altogether, 


v 


preferring to stage their own actions. And if these 
trends catch on, most demonstrators will be re- 
duced to passive participants, cut out of the im- 
portant decisions, reduced to spear-carriers in 
someone else’s army. 

The alternative is to change targets. Instead of 
the major summits, take smaller actions against a 
broader range of targets. Military installations, 
corporate AGMs, refugee detention centers; are 
all are important to oppose, and they can’t all 
have as high a level of security as the summits, 
which means we don’t have to resort to undemo- 
cratic tactics to take them down. And for the big, 
spectacular actions, J18 or Seattle-style tactics 
still work fine if you don’t have to get past seri- 
ous barricades, which means that people can get 
involved — and involved in making decisions, not 
just following orders — with a minimum of train- 
ing and experience. 


ever we can. That’s part of the reason we 
emphasise direct action, because it should have 
immediate positive effects. But we’ re also in this 
for a larger goal, to create an anarchist society. 
That means convincing people that anarchism is 
possible, not just by argument, but by showing 
how anarchist decision making can really work, 
how people can make decisions themselves with- 
out relying on experts and professionals to do 
their thinking for them. We have to remember the 
importance of making campaigns accessible and 
democratic. And that means fighting to continue 
the types of campaigns, and the sorts of organi- 
zations, that really involve people, rather than 
allowing ourselves to be pushed into isolation. 


Additional writings on globalistion and reports 
from some of the European black blocs can be 


found at http://struggle. ws/wsmy/global. html 
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NATIONALISM: Definitions and Clarifications 


By Michael Staudenmaier 


The world context that has developed since the events of Sept. 11 has heightened the urgency of 
anarchist attempts to understand nationalism. If we are to retain the momentum of an anarchist 
movement that was advancing in important ways, we must understand the new situation we operate 
within 

There are two main criticisms of current anarchist views on nationalism, and both are important in 
this new world of anthrax letters and Afghan refugees. The first, encountered mainly in conversation 
with older comrades, is that our worldview is stuck in the past, in a time when Marxist-influenced 
national liberation movements were ascendant, or at least held some lingering viability in places like 
El Salvador or Peru. That time is over, with most such movements reabsorbed by capital (as in El 
Salvador) or physically eliminated (as in Peru). The important question, then, is: what does nation- 
alism mean in a world where revolutionary movements are more likely to look like Al-Qaeda or the 
Revolutionary Association of the Women of Afghanistan? 

The second criticism laments a lack of precision in defining terms. While 





The Taliban is an orga- 
nization, and it adminis- 
tered a state, but these fac- 
tors make it too narrow a 
construct to be considered 
a nation. As Kofi Annan 
put it in 1998, “in a coun- 
try of 20 million people, 
50,000 armed men are 
holding the whole popula- 
tion hostage” (Rashid, p.78). But do these 20 million Afghans constitute a nation? How about the 
€ million Pashtuns who make up the largest single language group? 

Afghanistan, like many other contemporary nation-states, was cobbled 
together by European imperial powers with little regard for demographics 


What does nationalism mean in a 
world where revolutionary move- 
ments are more likely to look like Al- 
Qaeda or the Revolutionary Associa- 
tion of the Women of Afghanistan? 








we offer occasional catch-phrases or brief descriptions, we rarely give a pre- 
cise definition of any of the major terms used: nation, state, class, national- 
ism, national identity, race and so forth. This vagueness has several negative 
effects: it makes our line of argument difficult to discern and analyze; it allows 
critics to be similarly unclear in their responses; and it hinders the overall aim 
of advancing the quality of discussion of nationalism, leaving the participants 
mired in much the same fog as before. 

With these two criticisms in mind, and with the post-Sept. 11 context as a 
framework, below are a series of definitions, which may clarify some of the 
positions I and other anarchists have. previously staked out. These defini- - 
tions represent an attempt to describe a framework for future anarchist dis- 
cussion, not to defend a particular “line,” either pro- or anti-nationalist, within 
that framework. 

NATION 

In the days after Sept. 11, Undersecretary of Defense Paul Wolfowitz was 
widely quoted in the media calling for “ending nations” that support terror- 
ism. Despite Wolfowitz’s leading position among the hawks in the Bush 
administration, it is almost certain that, as he maintained, he was misquoted. 
Wolfowitz claimed almost immediately that he had called for “ending nations’ 
support for terrorism,” the apostrophe indicating an end to the support, not 
the nations. The United States has a long history of genocide, possibly ex- 
tended this past winter as several million Afghans risked starvation because 
of U.S. intervention, but no one in the U.S. government in the last half- 
century has publicly articulated genocide as strategy. The administration’s. 
stated objective is the destruction of the Taliban, and no one would call the 
Taliban a nation. 
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The Challenge of 


National Self-Determination 


The Pitfalls and Contradictions of 


Anarchism and Nationalism 
By Matt Hearn 


Speaking about anarchism and nationalist self- 





tion against the colonization of an imperialist 
state that should elicit anarchist support. It is 





determination is a perilous prospect. In one sense, 
nationalism has always been anathema to anar- 
chists. The idea of nationalism is in direct contra- 
diction to traditionally reified anarchist ideas of 
voluntary association and autonomous commu- 
nities. Yet compelling self-determination move- 
ments across the world continue to challenge an- 
archist notions of affiliation, loyalty and gover- 
nance. It is critical for contemporary anarchists 
to confront these challenge thrusts. 

Anarchists have to recognize national self-de- 


termination movements as fundamental to creat- 


ing a socially ecological society and reversing the 
centralized colonial domination that smears ev- 
ery part of the globe. Self-determination has to 
make up one layer of a directly democratic vision 
for social reconstruction. In practice and theory, 
the contradictions of national self-determination 
movements and their implications for radical 
thought have been largely and notably ignored. 
Anarchists have al- 
ways been opposed 
to nationalism, or at 
least the manufac- 
tured patriotic de- 
fense of arbitrarily 
defined states, and 
the seemingly inher- 
ent nationalist urges 
toward domination, 
imperialism and co- 
lonialism. There are, E 
however, many 
struggles for self-de- 
termination, usually 
by one distinct na- 
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possible that self- -determination, even resting at 
root on national affiliation, may well provide the 
legitimate and useful basis for radically decen- 
tralized communities. 

This is difficult and emotional territory. Se- 
cessionist movements have frequently dissolved 
into bloodbaths of nationalism. The dystopias in 
Bosnia, Serbia, Burundi, Rwanda, El Salvador, 
Punjab and elsewhere, each unique, represent 
some of the worst possible formulations of na- 
tionalism. These scenarios are the absolute nega- 
tion of self-determination by colonialist aggres- 
sion. Demands for self-determination are not rep- 
rehensible; it is centralized authorities’ re- 
sponses that are the catalyst for warfare. 

It is reasonable to support self-determination 
across the board, to say that all struggles for self- 
governance are “good,” and also to abhor and 
denounce every spot where those movements 
descend into inhumanity and imperialism. 

TER Anarchist opposition to 
$ state domination must sup- 
| port self-determination for na- 
tive indigenous nations every- 
where, and for all other inde- 
pendence struggles. These 
sites represent profound op- 
position to contemporary stat- 
ism and significantly increase 
the potential for radically de- 
centralist ideals to take hold. 
As other have argued, many 
A autonomists and nationalists 
4 want to destroy state power, 
A not capture it for themselves. 
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or geography. In all such cases, the origin of nationhood is historical, not 
mystical, god-given or “natural.” Panama, for instance, exists partly because 
the U.S. manufactured its secession from Colombia to advance the canal’s 
construction. Similarly, Afghanistan originated in nineteenth century battles 
between Russia and Great Britain, and through the arbitrary departmental 
divisions of British India. It contains large numbers of five very different 
populations (Pashtuns, Uzbeks, Tajiks, Hazaras and Turkmen), four of 
which exist in similar or larger numbers in other nation-states. 

But to conclude from this that Afghanistan is not a nation would be 
premature, since the top-down action of imperial powers is only part of the 
story. It provides the conditions for a common lived experience that can 
facilitate bottom-up activity as well, as in Panama, where a century of 
popular struggle against U.S. control of the canal forged a nation incontest- 
ably distinct from Colombia. To deny the importance of such self-actualiza- 
tion is inconsistent with any anarchist worldview that recognizes and valo- 
rizes class- or community-based self-activity. 

The various Afghan populations are in turn made up of various smaller 
communities — villages, clans, religious and occupational groupings, and so 
on — that overlap and diverge in various ways. To the extent that they share 
a perception of a common history and lived experience such communities 
become bound together. This connection cannot be quantified or given per- 
centages, and the process happens on a continuum rather than in a black and 
white framework. 

In Afghanistan, 300 years of disputes over territory and resources ought 
not be seen as a passive population acted upon from without (by the Brit- 
ish, Russians, Persians, Pakistanis, etc.). Our understanding of nations must 
change in a way that reflects the complex reality of history. Centuries of 





“ anti-colonial struggles had undeniably produced an Afghan nation by the time of the Soviet invasion 


in 1979, moving the community of communities well down the continuum toward common history 
and lived experience, linguistic and tribal barriers notwithstanding. The development of the Loya 
Jirga (a conference of tribal elders from across Afghanistan) is the best evidence of this. 

But nations are not static. The civil war that erupted after the withdrawal of Soviet troops in 1989 
shattered the perception of commonality that held the Afghan nation together. The rise of the Taliban 
has furthered the idea of a Pashtun nation, while the former Soviet Republics have given inspiration 
to the national aspirations of Tajiks, Uzbeks and Turkmen. As Ahmed Rashid points out, even these 
identities may be fracturing back into the communities that make them up. “Rather than a national 
identity or kinship-tribal-based identities, territorial regional identities have become paramount. 
Afghans no longer call themselves just Afghans or even Pashtuns and Tajiks, but Kandaharis, Panjshiris, 
Heratis, Kabulis or Jowzjanis. Fragmentation is both vertical and horizontal and cuts across ethnicity 
to encompass a single valley or town. The Pashtun tribal structure has been destroyed by the loss of 
common tribal property and grazing grounds, and by war and flight. The non-Pashtun identify their 
survival with individual warrior leaders and the valley of their birth” (Rashid, p. 208). This process 
of national disintegration was made easier by the diversity of languages and religious traditions, but 
in principle it is possible anywhere. 

From this context we can define a nation as a community of communities, manifested in perceptions 
of shared identity and experience, possibly including culture, language, ancestry, land and various 
intangibles, with said perceptions being the result of the interaction of popular self-activity and 
external historical forces. 

Thus, there was once (and may someday develop again) an Afghan nation, but currently the 
territory of Afghanistan is home to a number of smaller, unstable nations, most of which exist in 
geographic space inside and outside the official borders. 

NATIONALISM 

Many commentators have noted the unusual content of the social and political program advanced 
by Osama bin Laden and Al-Qaeda. Its immediate demands are mostly reformist: removal of U.S. 
troops from the Arabian peninsula, ending sanctions against Iraq, an independent Palestinian state 
(this last demand has multiple versions, the more extreme of which call for the complete expulsion of 
all Jews from Palestine). It does not overtly call for domestic revolution in any Muslim country, 
although it is open to this possibility as one acceptable way to obtain the aforementioned objectives. 

This stands in stark contrast with most traditional models of terrorist action, which, as some 


| anarchists have noted, revolved around revolutionary organizations and their attempts to create 


newly independent nation-states in the third world. This model told us nothing about state terrorism 
and lacked an analysis of pro-state paramilitary terrorism, organized patriarchal violence, white 
supremacist terrorism and so on. 

But whatever value it once had dissipated with the national liberation movements it described. In 
their place we find Al-Qaeda, a multicultural, internationalist veterans’ organization, with members 
from dozens of countries. Bin Laden utilizes a number of motivating factors to mobilize his follow- 
ers, from anti-imperialism to Islamic fundamentalism, but national identity is not among them. In this 
context, it makes no sense to describe Al-Qaeda as a nationalist organization, regardless of bin 
Laden’s personal interest in the liberation of his homeland (the Arabian peninsula) from the clutches 
of the U.S: military. 

By contrast, the Revolutionary Association of the Women of Afghanistan articulates a nationalist 
program, though they avoid describing it as such. Beginning with its name, RAWA represents an 
effort to restore the Afghan nation; they are not Pashtun women or Uzbek women, nor are they 
women of Central Asia. More important, however, is the content of its politics. Since its founding in 
1977, the organization has developed a forward looking program demanding social gains for women, 
children and other disenfranchized sectors of the population, all in the framework of a democratic, 
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By Ashanti Alston 


“What motivates me more than anything else about anarchism 
and its relevance to Black revolution is that it has offered me 
some powerful insights into why we have not been able to recover 
from our defeat (the 60’s revolution) and advance forward to the 
kinds of unities, organizations and activities that make for in- 
vincible revolutionary movements.” — Anarchist Panther, Vol. 1 
#1 = 


«..we have been taught either to ignore our differences, or to 
view them as causes for separation and suspicion rather than as 
forces for change. Without community there is no liberation, 
only the most vulnerable and temporary armistice between an 
individual and her oppression. But community must not mean a 
shedding of our differences, nor the pathetic pretense that these 
differences do not exist. — Audre Lorde 


This great Audre Lorde quote, taken from Arsenal #4 (p. 4), 
introduces their discussion on the same theme. As a Black anar- 
chist TIRED of primarily white anarchists just dismissing nation- 
alism, I truly appreciate Arsenal and ONWARD taking this on as 
two of the newest newspaper/mags on the scene. 








anti-racist mentality going. As a black anarchist, that’s MY issue 


to deal with cuz they’se MY FOLKS. But it points to where - 


anarchism and nationalism have differences: most anarchists in the 
U.S. have NO understanding of what it means to be BLACK in 
this fucked up society. We do not have the luxury of being so 
intellectual about this excruciating boot on our collective neck, this 
modern-day middle-passage into the Prison Industrial Complex 
and other forms of neo-slavery. 

As a postmodernist anarchist, identity politics is important to 
me. Every time I hear someone talk about my people as if we are 
just some “working class” or “proletariat” I wanna get as far away 
from that person or group as possible, anarchist, Marxist, what- 
ever. As a postmodernist anarchist I also find my people’s experi- 
ence the foundation from which we will find our way to liberation 
and power. That’s what I get from being the “insurrection of sub- 
jugated knowledges.” My nationalism gave me that kind of pride 
because it was such a rejection of White thinking or at least a 
decentering of the primacy of white thought, capitalist, socialist, 
whatever. Folks outside of our experience need to respect that 
they ain’t got no monopoly on revolutionary thinking and damn 
sure ain’t got none on revolutionary practice. It is easy to sit back 
and intellectualize 
about our nationalism 
from the modernist, 
eurocentric framework 
of rational, scientific, 
materialist models. 





EOC —_ 
all kinds of ‘White anarchists: Deal with being the best anti- 
ational- a E 
isms and racist allies that you can. We need you — and you 
th 11 A = f 5 
kinkafee. heed us — but we will do this shit without you. 
tions to na- 


tionalism. Personally, I have moved through and grown within 
some of the Black Nationalisms specific to the Black Community. 

Black nationalism saved my life, in a sense, as a teenager in the 
1960s. It “jarred” my unconscious acceptance of amerikkanism 
dogging my peoples and helped me see the larger picture. I am a 
60’s child. There was Malcolm, there was H. Rap Brown and 
Stokeley Carmichael of the Black Power movement, and then there 
was the Black Panther Party. All were nationalists, all represent 


an evolution of nationalism within the black community. Because 


of the totally racist, genocidal dynamic within this Babylonian 
Empire, the black nationalist understood that we must primarily 
look to ourselves to free ourselves. And none of these thinkers felt 
it was necessary to ‘check in’ with The White Man — from the 
ruler to the revolutionary — to see if it was okay. It was about our 


survival as a people, not as that mythical “working class” or that — 


equally mythical “citizen.” For me, as this teenager who had just 
witnessed the 60’s Rebellions in my own thoroughly racist home- 
town, nationalism was a lifesaver: “WE MUST LOVE EACH 


OTHER.” “BLACK IS BEAUTIFUL.” “WE MUST CONTROL - 


OUR OWN COMMUNITIES.” 

As an anarchist searching for some good anarchist shit from the 
60’s to hold up and show “proof” that the anarchists were better 
on the position of Nationalism than the Marxists and Leninists, I 
found hardly anything! I found some positive stuff from a “liber- 
tarian” publication, but, to my surprise, they represented the 
“anarcho-CAPITIALIST” tendency! Yet, I found them to be on 
point and consistent on RESPECTING nationalism and national 
liberation. (The Libertarian Forum of the late 60’s and early 70’s. 
Karl Hess, Joseph Peden, and Murray N. Rothbard). They at 
least understood that black people’s nationalist struggle was a 
struggle against the State, the Babylonian state. They also looked 
at what the nationalist-groups were doing in their actual grassroots 
practice, like creating concrete defenses against repression and 
alternatives in survival institutions. Thus, they liked what the 
Panthers were doing on the ground through their programs and 
supported that kind of nationalism as being compatible with “an- 
archism on the ground.” Paul Goodman made similar observations 
of the early civil rights movement groups. But it was understood 
that these groups were dealing with issues of survival against 
genocide, and that these groups were developing their own analy- 
ses and programs to rally their communities. The libertarians of 
LF were, interestingly enough, critical of the Panthers when the 
Party turned toward Marxism and other authoritarian ideologies 
because in their “on the ground” practice, the survival programs 
were no longer spontaneous responses to specific oppressions 
but were increasingly kept under the tight control of the Party. 
Power to the People —vs.-Power to the Party? 

Nationalism and statism are different because nationalism can 
be anti-state. But they can have commonalities in that nationalism 
may only be against a particular kind of state, such as a Racist 
State, or a Fascist State. Anarchism and nationalism are similar in 
that they are both anti-statist, but what does it mean when the 
specific anarchist movements within a specific country are racist 
and dismissive of any and all nationalism, be it reactionary or 
revolutionary? For me, even the nationalism of a Louis Farrakhan 
is about saving my people, though it is also thoroughly sexist, 
capitalist, homophobic and potentially fascist. Yet, it has played 
an important part in keeping a certain black pride and resistance 
going. Their “on the ground” work is very important in keeping an 
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While one does that, it 
is our nationalism that constantly rallies our people to come to- 
gether, remember our history, love ourselves, dream on and fight 
back. Black anarchists and anti-authoritarian revolutionaries un- 
derstand the limitations of nationalism in terms of its historical 
sexism, hierarchy, or its modernist trappings in general. But we 
also recognize anarchism’s modernist trappings in the form of 


-American racist/class privilege when it comes to people of color. 


The efforts of Lorenzo Kom’boa Ervin, Greg Jackson and oth- 


sans/organizers is an example of uniting black revolutionary na- 

tionalism and anarchism. The Black Fist organization and publi- 

cation, even if called generally a people of color or third world 

anti-authoritarian organization, understood the necessity to be. 
grounded in the experiences of black and brown communities. 

Thus, the experiences of the Panthers and the Brown Berets and - 
similar groups were essential. The question seems to be whether 

white anarchists and anti-authoritarians can work with such groups. 

Even if those two groups no longer exists, their experiences are 

important. 

White folks need to deal with being ANTI-RACIST ALLIES to 
folks of color communities and activists. Activists in particular 
because we are usually whites’ entry point into any possible 
relationship with our communities. Anarchist theory and practice 
cannot take the form of a mere adherence to the founding fathers 
and canonical practices, such as Kropotkin, Bakunin, and the Span- 
ish Civil War. Tired of hearing it! Anarchism HERE in Babylon 
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must reflect our unique problems and possibilities for struggle. 
Our struggles are not just against capitalism. Too simple. Our 
struggles are not just against racism. That’s also too simple. There 
are all kinds of negative “isms” we are fighting against and, just as 
important, all kinds of worlds we are fighting for. That’s why the 
whole idea and practice of “convergences” and “spokescouncils” 
are so important to activists in general to learn from and enhance 
because they are about making space for all “Voices” to be heard 
and factored into the decision-making so that whatever activities 
comes forth from it prefigures the kind of new worlds we truly 
want. 

I end this by advising: WHITE ANARCHISTS: DEAL WITH 
BEING THE BEST ANTI-RACIST ALLIES YOU CAN. WE 
NEED YOU — AND YOU NEED US - BUT WE WILL DO 
THIS SHIT WITHOUT YOU. 

To my folks of color: COME ENVISION: envision a world 
of worlds within our world where there’s principled co-ex- 
istence within the wonderful diversity of the Black Commu- 
nity. 

Harlems / Spanish Harlems / Watts / hip-hop communi- 
ties / villages of the Carolina coast / college communities / 
gay-lesbian-bisexual-transgender communities / zulu na- 
tion / new afrikan / religious communities that come to- 
gether mainly on Saturday or Sunday / squatter communi- 
ties / outlaw communities / kemetic communities / ibo- 
ghanaian-sierra leonean-ethiopian-rasta neighborhoods 
/ nomadic poet-artist tribes / and then those of us who just 
be plain ignant and harmless and crazy when we have to 
be and fun-loving and like to journey through and between 
communities and sometimes just create new mixed ones 
... WHAT IF? ... and HOW? 

Ella Baker said we can do it if we can trust ourselves and 


ers to build.an organization/federation of black community parti- get away from leadership-led revolution; Kwesi Balagoon 


said we can do it if we willing to create a chaos that will shut 
this mutha down; Audre Lorde said we can do it if we LEARN 
TO LOVE AND RESPECT OUR BEAUTIFUL DIVERSITY 
and reject the tools of our oppressors; Harriet Tubman 
said,ain’t a better way to live THAN AT-WAR FOR A RIGH- 
TEOUS CAUSE; and Franz Fanon said if we smack that 
mutha across the face, drive that pig outta our territory at 
the point of a gun, it IS LIBERATING FOR THE SOUL. 
Through the Imagination, All is possible. 


Ashanti Alston is a former member of the Black Panther Party 
former prisoner-of-war/Black Liberation Army, presently: Board 
member of the Institute for Anarchist Studies, Critical Resistance/ 
New York City, Estacion Libre (People of color Zapatista sup- 
port group) and Anarchist/Anti-Authoritarian People of color Study 
Group. A similar article appeared in Anarchist Panther, 10/99, 
vol. 1 iss. 1. ; 


An Anarchist Analysis 





By Carol Baker and Shawn O’Hern 

Israel has been illegally occupying Palestine since 1967. Israel 
consistently ignores United Nations Security Resolutions demand- 
ing the liberation of the occupied zones and the return of the 
refugees to their rightful homes (UN Resolutions 242 and 194). 
Israel maintains this expensive, racist and dehumanizing settle- 
ment of Palestinian land through U.S. funding and through the 
criminalization of the Palestinian people and cause. Historically, 
no matter what form of occupation, colonization or genocide takes 
place, money and ideology are needed to justify repression. Israel 
receives its money from the U.S. The ideology, inherently racist 
and anti-Arab, is justified through religious doctrine, “scientific” 
analysis of the so-called “Arab mentality,” and a successful PR 
campaign that has painted the Palestinians not as refugees facing 
the racist guns of the fourth largest military on the planet, but as 
criminals, terrorists and interlopers into their own lands. Zionist 
Israelis regularly refer to the “Palestinian problem,” the plague, or 
even to the people of Palestine as “cockroaches.” 

As anarchists, proponents of social democracy or even as op- 
ponents to human rights violations, the radical left must hear the 
call of the Palestinians. Israel is harming itself though these atroci- 
ties, making a mockery of its national ideology, which celebrates 
the “light of hope” for the Middle East and regularly claims to be 
founded upon the principles of democracy. Many Israelis reject 





racist Zionism and face internal 
oppression for “deserting the 
cause.” Israel, by forcing its 
“ethnocracy” (a country where 
tights are assigned according to 
ethnicity) upon the people of the 
occupied territories, further 
harms itself by fostering an envi- 
ronment that gives strength to the 
ideologies of militant resistance. 
Westerners allow themselves to 
be blown away by the smoke 
screen of propaganda that tells 
us all Arabs are terrorists, haters of Westerners, religious extrem- 
ists, intellectually inferior and not worthy of our concern. A closer 
examination of the history of this conflict, the reasons for unyield- 
ing U.S. support for Israel, the amount of money going into Israel 
from the US, and the propaganda that supports the ruin of Pales- 
tinian culture reveals a different struggle. 

Learning about Palestine requires an understanding of imperial- 
ism and how it works. Imperialism is empire building, when one 
nation-state controls an area outside of its borders through mili- 
tary, economic, cultural, social and/or political means. It is when 
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Anarchist visions of a new world are often borne from rigorous 
anti-authoritarian, multi-dimensional critiques of current society 
and all its problems, failures and contradictions. But within the 
current U.S. anarchist trend, there remains a painful deficiency of 
articulate strategy to give direction for the transition from the 
proverbial “here” to “there.” 

In our own thinking about how to move forward, we find it 
useful to examine some of the weaknesses and contradictions within 
contemporary anarchism. By understanding our weaknesses, we 
stand to become stronger and more effective in our work to build 
a free society. In this article we focus on three problems in particu- 
lar: mistaking activism for building a free society; creating informal 
hierarchies by failing (or refusing) to deal with realities of leader- 
ship and power; and a continued resistance to building organiza- 
tions. We don’t feel these are universally true for every anarchist 
project or group — we know there are a number of projects in the 
u.s. (and beyond) which have tackled these questions.! But, after 
years of working in predominantly white, male-led anarchist 
groups/projects, these weaknesses in particular stand out to us as 
barriers formulate effective long-term strategies capable of carry- 
ing u.s. society into a revolutionary future. When developing con- 
structive ways to move forward, these weaknesses must be ad- 
dressed — particularly by anarchists with privileges afforded them 
because they are male, white, able bodied, upper/middle class, 
straight, adults and/or “legal” residents. 

ACTIVISM AND ORGANIZING 

Throughout this article, we use the terms activism and organiz- 
ing in opposition to each other as one way to illustrate their 
differences. We can think of activism as “a doctrine or practice 
that emphasizes direct vigorous action especially in support of or 
opposition to one side of a controversial issue.” (Definition from 
Merriam-Webster Dictionary, 1997.Emphasis added.) 

We can also learn about activism from June 18 participant, 
Andrew X: “Defining ourselves as activists means defining our 
actions as the ones which will bOring about social change, thus 
disregarding the activity of thousands upon thousands of other 
“non-activists.” Activism is based on this misconception that it is 
only activists who do social change — whereas of course class 
struggle is happening all the time.”? 


Over the last three decades, anarchist activism has taken form , 


through many dynamic projects and issue-based campaigns. But 


activism — by definition and practice — elevates issues over rela- 


tionships with human beings.*? While this may prove useful in 
particular circumstances, activism becomes problematic when it is 
practiced focused solely on a particular issue. What gets left out 
here is an important commitment to the political development of 
actual people, which is work often done by organizers. An orga- 
nizer, as the National Organizers Alliance defines it, “is a person 
who is responsible to a defined constituency and who helps build 
that constituency through leadership development collective ac- 
tion, and the development of democratic structures.”* Anarchism 
— in all its varieties and forms — clearly emphasizes the transfor- 
mation of personal, social, cultural, environmental, economic and 
political relationships. Activism alone cannot give full expression 
to the transformation of these different relationships — but activ- 
. ism in conjunction with organizing does, we feel, make this more 
of a possibility. 

Constructive dialogues about the differences between activism 
and organizing can provide key insights into how to become more 
effective in building long-term, transformative movements for radi- 
cal change. The differences between activism and organizing are 
perhaps not so black and white, one or the other; but a sole adher- 
ence to activism — that is, political work that consistently avoids 
building accountable relationships with defined populations — is 
dangerous. By consistently elevating issues over relationships, 
structural frameworks helpful in developing changing relationships 
cannot be built. 

“THERE’S NO ANARCHIST LEADERSHIP,” OR, 
-“LET’S IGNORE THAT BIG PINK ELEPHANT IN 
THE ROOM” 

“Anarchism tends to assume a theoretical posture of total hostility 
towards leadership. But every anarchist group or project that 
lasts any length of time has clearly identifiable, if informal, leader- 
ship.” 5 

; —Love and Rage Revolutionary Anarchist Federation 
Anarchists often avoid the question of leadership in anarchist 
circles by pretending that that there are no leaders. By denying the 
presence and power of leaders, informal hierarchies rooted in rac- 
ism, classism and sexism easily take form. Within these “invis- 
ible” hierarchies, those exercising leadership are also exercising 
power over others, rather than building power with others. 

We have witnessed a disturbing trend where this denial of leader- 
ship is made by using anarchist rhetoric. These assertions are 
often made by people who are in leadership positions and don’t 
want to admit it, or who deny that they have power within a 
group or project. A denial of leadership by a person in a leadership 

-role tends to be directly connected to privilege — such that the 
middleupper class and/or white and/or male anarchist who is run- 
ning the show denies this reality by declaring that “there are no 
leaders.” The privilege goes unchecked, the power gets abused, 
and the project goes nowhere. 

Organizers throughout history have struggled to develop anti- 
hierarchical forms of leadership, such as civil rights/ SNCC orga- 
nizer Ella Baker. As Chris Crass writes, “Ms. Baker had an inno- 
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others to express themselves and make decisions; as coordinator, 
creating events, situations and dynamics that build and strengthen 
collective efforts; and as teacher/educator, working with others to 
develop their own sense of power, capacity to organize and ana- 
lyze, visions of liberation and ability to act in the world for justice. 
Ella believed that good leadership created opportunities for others 


‘to realize and expand their own talents, skills and potential to be 


leaders themselves.”® 

Baker did not believe in the “single” leader, which anarchists 
rightly criticize. She sought to develop group-centered leadership, 
meaning that leaders form in groups and are committed to building 
collective power and struggling for collective goals. This is differ- 
ent than leader-centered groups, in which the group is dedicated to 
the goals and power of that leader. As Crass notes in his article, 
Baker’s practice as an organizer was infused with principles and 
ethics that could be considered anarchistic, though Baker herself 
probably never identified as such. 

As James Mumm writes, “relationships are always political, 
and as such are the foundation of all conceptions of power.” 
Building relationships and taking collective action is at the root of 
what it means to organize people. 
Group leadership can only be re- 
alized through building long-term 
relationships. Doing this effec- 
tively requires an analysis of 
power and privilege coupled with 
the development of structures 
useful in holding people account- 
able — a critical factor when work- 
ing towards building movements 
and undoing oppression.® 

By denying the existence 
of leaders in our work, we cre- 
ate the perfect environment 
for the growth of internal hi- 
erarchies while at the same 
time limiting our organizational 
capacity tochallengethose who } 
abuse power. As Love and Rage į 
notes, “A position of leadership 
is in some sense unavoidably a 4e. 
position of authority. As anti-authoritarians, we 
need to create systems that make leaders accountable to the 
broader body of people who make up a movement or organiza- 


tion. We must also develop a practice of leadership that con- = 


sciously subverts those authoritarian tendencies and assists in 
generalizing leadership skills among the people.”® 
ORGANIZATIONS: A HISTORICAL NECESSITY IN 
THE STRUGGLE FOR SOCIAL TRANSFORMATION 
In today’s anarchist trend there remains a strong reservation to 
any formally organized structure. Yet it is precisely this lack of 
structure that has weakened anarchism and caused many anar- 
chists, like the now-defunct Love and Rage, to doubt “the viabil- 
ity of anarchism as a theoretical framework for revolutionary poli- 
tics in the 21st century, in some cases to the point of saying they 
were no longer anarchists.”!° Many anarchists incorrectly equate 
organizations with authoritarianism. The authoritarianism of some 
organizations is due to the politics, principles and people that 
make up the organization, not in the idea of organization itself. 
Organizations are necessary because they serve as the structure 
within which radical or revolutionary ideas can unfold. The direc- 
tion and fuel for these ideas comes from the people-who make up 
the organization — the base, the constituency of the group. The 
role of the organization should be to bring about improvements in 
people’s lives, and to develop the leadership skills of every mem- 
ber. Organizations create the context and focus points for people 
to engage in and develop their political ideas and practices, and 
provide the political space for this transformation to take place. 
Organizations can also be useful in developing both a person’s 
political analysis and long-term political goals. Consider the per- 
spective of Frantz Fanon, who argued that a defined organization 
is absolutely crucial to aid in the transformation of the conscious- 
ness of human beings, from where genuine revolution arises. He 
writes, “The success of the struggle presupposes clear objectives, 
a definite methodology and above all the need for the mass of the 
people to realize that their unorganized efforts can only be a tem- 
porary dynamic. You can hold out for three days — maybe even for 
three months — on the strength of the ad-mixture of sheer resent- 
ment contained in the mass of the people; but you’ll ... never 
overthrow the terrible enemy machine, and you won’t change 
human beings if you forget to raise the consciousness of the rank- 
and-file. Neither stubborn courage nor fine slogans are enough.” 
Building organizations does more than just give a place for people 
to develop themselves politically. Organizations can provide the 
structures that shape the political and personal relationships people 
have with each other. They can be structures to develop a process 
of accountability to keep those who exercise power (and privi- 
lege) in check — the difference between power with others and 
power over others. With organizations, structures can be built and 
processes developed to prevent the creation of hierarchies and to 
develop different forms of accountable leadership. 


MOVING FORWARD, WHERE TO BEGIN? 


“There is no ‘pure’ Anarchism. There is only the application of 































STATE BE GONE. 





direction. ”?? 
; —Sam Dolgoff 

We are poised at a potentially revolutionary moment. We must 
consider how we will harvest the building libratory energy and 
contribute anarchist ideas and principles to its formation. Anar- 
chists do not need to create explicitly anarchist organizations to 
do this. In fact, we would argue against such. It’s more effective, 
we feel, to work with existing groups, or work with others outside 
of anarchist sub-groups than to create new organizations. It is 
important to confront the fact of leadership and to work on devel- 
oping different forms of leadership which are anti-authoritarian 
and group centered. Continuing to engage in vigorous educational 
campaigns, building relationships with the people we are organiz- 
ing with, and supporting the development of individuals that they 
might begin to act on their own behalf and become organizers 
(leaders) in their own right. It is our task to develop these politics 
in such a way that we are engaged in organizing people, and not 
just committed to issues. 

Transforming society will require a means that reflects the ends 
we wish to achieve: breaking down hierarchy, consensus building 
and personal transfor- 
mation — the processes 
J that spoke to us and 
brought many of us to 
anarchism in the first 
place. It is our task 
now to develop stra- 
tegic methods to 

move us closer to lib- 
eration in a way 
that is neither iso- 
lating nor purist. 
t Moving forward 
means first being 
clear about where 

we stand — having a 

grasp of our weak- 
nesses, our strengths 
and our politics. In 
this way, we can 
make clear decisions 
about how to proceed. 
i} In the words of James 

A T Mumm, we would do 
; ~ better to “stop trying to 
build a movement of an- 

archists, and instead build an 
anarchistic movement.’ 





N! 


1 See a forthcoming article by Kim Fyke. 

? Andrew X. Give up Activism. Available online at http:// 
www.infoshop.org/octo/j18_rts1.html#give_up. 

3 For more on the contradictions between activism and 
organizing, see James Mumm’s excellent work “Active 
Revolution: New Directions in Revolutionary Social Change 
Chicago.” Active Resistance. Chicago. 1998. Also online at 
http://www.infoshop.org 

4 National Organizers Alliance. “What is an Organizer?” 
Available online at: http://www.noacentral.org 

> Love and Rage Revolutionary Anarchist Federation. After 
Winter Must Come Spring. Oakland: self-published, 2000, p. 25 
é Chris Crass, “Looking to the Light of Freedom.” May.2001. - 
Available Online at: http://www.tao.ca/~colours/crass8.htm 

7 Mumm, Active Revolution 

è The complex problems of institutional and systemic oppres- 
sion, how oppression weakens various organizing efforts, and 
what can be done about it, are critically important here. A good 
place to find in-depth analyses of white supremacy in the 
anarchist trend and the anti-globalization movement is Colours 
of Resistance. Available online. http://www.tao.ca/~colours. For 
detailed analysis of the connections between white supremacy, 
patriarchy, and capitalism, see the Challenging White Su- 
premacy Workshop. Available online. http:// 
www.cwsworkshop.org/. 

? Love and Rage, page 26 

10 Love and Rage, p. 28 

1 Frantz Fanon. The Wretched of the Earth. New York: Grove 
Press, 1963._ pg 136 

12 Dolgoff, Sam. The Relevance of Anarchism to Modern Society. 
1970. Available online. http://flag.blackened.net/liberty/spunk/ 
Spunk191.txt.- 

13 Mumm, Active Revolution 


Kim Fyke has worked with the Progressive Student Network, 
the A-Zone, and the Direct Action Network, among others. She 
lives in Portland, Oregon and is a community organizer with 
SSW. 

gabriel sayegh is a writer and organizer currently working with 
Prisoner Within. He lives in Olympia, Washington. They can be 
contacted at anarchiststrategy @hotmail.com. A longer version 
of this article appeared in the Institute for Anarchist Studies’ 
newsletter. 
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*xRADICAL HISTORY 
= Refusing to Surrender 


lar relevance and importance to other whites interested in dismantling white supremacy. A desire to 
both place myself in the article as a white person and draw the attention of other whites to key strategic 
issues led me to use exclusive words like ‘we’ or ‘us.’ While John Brown's legacy needs to be studied 
by all struggling against white supremacy — and this article is an attempt to add to that study and 
dialogue — whites especially need to pay attention. As such, my goal is for white anti-racists to think 
more tactically and strategically in the struggle against white supremacy; my goal ts not to marginalize 
or alienate readers of color. I hope I have succeeded. 


From 1800 until his execution for treason by 
the Commonwealth of Virginia in 1859, John 
Brown lived white anti-racist struggle. A threat 
to the institutions of slavery and white su- 
premacy, Brown’s militant acts against United 
States racism terrified the white power structure 
and continue to frighten it. While highlighting his 
life and deeds helps us understand our history 
and shape our activism, his shortcomings must 
also inform our organizing. Only by critically 
viewing history — not romanticizing or dismiss- 
ing it — can we hope to learn from it. 

Through his work defending abolitionists, 
Brown provided direct physical support to 
Blacks and whites confronting the slave system. 
His belief in armed struggle distanced him from 
many in the largely pacifist abolitionist move- 
ment. Yet when under attack, Brown was the 
first person anti-slavery forces turned to. His 
belief in the humanity of Black people also set 
him apart from many whites in the patronizingly 
racist abolitionist movement. While exemplary 
of the time for principled, militant and direct 
action against slavery, Brown lacked a cohesive 
strategy for waging offensive struggle and, above 
all, lacked a comprehensive revolutionary analy- 
sis. These shortcomings led to his death, and 
could mean a similar fate for modern white anti- 
racists if repeated. 

DEFENDING ABOLITIONISTS 

In the mid-1850s, turmoil over slavery in the 
United States was especially pronounced in Kan- 
sas, where pro-slavery settlers ‘from Missouri 
were terrorizing the predominantly pacifist anti- 
slavery settlers. When border ruffians, as the e 
slavery forces were called, rigged 
elections determining whether 
Kansas would be a slave state 
and killed several anti-slavery 
settlers in 1856, Brown and four 
others killed five key border ruf- 
fians, including a judge. 

The abolitionist movement in 
Kansas split: some supported 
Brown, and went so ‘far as to 
pick up arms. Some distanced 
themselves from him, even be- f 
coming pro-slavery, calling into : 
question their original commit- 
ment to abolitionism. Kansas 
became engulfed in a civil war, 
during which many communities | 
asked Brown and his well- 
trained, small army to protect 
them. But Brown was clear on the purpose of his 
armed struggle; it wasn’t a vigilante group, it was 
an abolitionist movement army. He only gave 
protection to those communities who engaged in 
anti-slavery work. The war climaxed at 
Osawatomie in August 1856 where, vastly out- 
numbered, Brown’s troops defeated the pro-sla- 
very forces in Kansas. This time period in 
Brown’s life is especially exemplary of the ways 
in which Brown tactically knew how to polarize 
people through political action. 

Osawatomie is perhaps Brown’s greatest mili- 
tary victory, but he had previously responded to 
the expansion of the slave system. After the 1850 
passage of the Fugitive Slave Law, allowing slave 
owners and others to seize and re-enslave alleged 
runaway slaves — a law with tremendous impact 
on all Black people in the United States — Brown 
helped organize the League of Gileadites, a self- 
defense group, in Springfield, Mass. The league’s 
principles, written by Brown, display his firm 
belief in solidarity and the need for non-coopera- 
tion with the ruthless state or white vigilantes, 
saying, “stand by one another and by your 
friends, while a drop of blood remains, and be 
hanged if you must but tell no tales out of school. 
Make no confession. Union is strength.” 

Beyond coordinating and carrying out armed 
responses, Brown and his family served as cata- 





lysts for principled and radical action in a move- 
ment tempered by reformism and racism. Brown 
toured the country on speaking tours raising 
money for arms and other supplies to defend 
abolitionists, the anti-slavery settlers in Kansas 
and to go on the offensive. Moving to Kansas to 
help the abolitionist struggle there, the Brown 
family helped lead the challenge to the more mod- 
erate abolitionists who thought appeals to Con- 
gress and slave-owners = using the racist plat- 
form that slavery should be abolished because it 
hurt white labor — sufficed. 

While the movement to abolish slavery had 
many white members, it was not united around a 
need-for Black liberation, nor was it even founded 
on the principle of Black humanity. Many aboli- 
tionist societies excluded African and African 
American participation, and abolitionism was 
rooted more in white paternalism than anything 
else. In such a climate, Brown’s ideas for an inde- 
pendent, armed Black nation were indeed radical. 
To push the movement forward, Brown knew it 
was time to get beyond defensive actions. It can 
be argued that this represents the foundational 
start of organized white anti-racism in the United 
States. 

GOING ON THE OFFENSIVE: THE 
RAID ON HARPER’S FERRY 


A month after the battle in Kansas, Brown 


‘began touring and meeting with leading abolitfon- 


ists to plan an offensive attack against the insti- 
tution of slavery. Buildin off the growing mo- 
mentum of radical abolitionism — from slave es- 
capes to slave rebellions and beyond — Brown 
and his compatriots picked the Harper’s Ferry 





The defendants after being captured at Harpers Ferry 


federal arsenal in Virginia, now West Virginia, as 
the first site of their insurrection. 

After years of planning, on Oct. 17, 1859, 
with 10,000 pikes and the latest in rifle technol- 
ogy, 15 whites and five Blacks — mostly in their 
20s, with military experience and, like Brown, 
religious — easily captured the town of Harper’s 
Ferry with little bloodshed. In a symbolic ges- 
ture of the revolutionary shift of power of which 
they were attempting, Brown’s band took a 
sword from George Washington’s grandson that 
was given to Washington by Frederick the Great 
and bestowed it upon one of the Black freedom 
fighters. This raid of a federal arsenal in the South, 
an effort to start a slave insurrection to destroy 
slavery and lead to Black sovereignty, had sev- 
eral strategic goals: to strike at slave owners and 
draw slaves into the rebellion; to deny rifles to 
the slaveocracy; to heighten the national debate 
around slavery; and to inspire the abolitionist 
movement in spite of its pacifist and reformist 
leanings. 

While key strategic thinking was used in plan- 
ning the raid, a lack of a clear sense of tactical 
possibilities and priorities squashed the raid. The 
group took several hostages, and Brown wavered 
between the war to arm slaves and his naive hope 
to negotiate peacefully with the slaveocracy. In 
the end, he put more value on the hostages than 


on his own group, and federal troops — led by 
Robert E. Lee, the eventual commander of the 
Confederate Army — captured or killed most of 
Brown’s band, including several of his sons. 
Though hindsight is always 20/20 on issues 
of strategy and tactics, it is fair to say that, be- 
yond killing him and most of the people in his 
group, Brown’s mistake — rooted partially in his 
conception of Christianity, which highly regarded 
sacrifice and dramatic witness — was a setback 
for the movement. As Butch Lee says in Jail- 
break out of History, her important re-biogra- 
phy of Harriet Tubman, the United States was 
heading toward war, but the tone of that war 
was not yet fully determined. Instead of helping 
build a war with Black liberation as its central 
goal, the 








John Brown and White Anti-Racist Struggle 


A note to the reader: Framing the language in this article has been rather difficult. 
While intended for anyone interested in John Brown and anti-racist struggle, as a 
white anti-racist writing about another white anti-racist, I feel this article has particu- 


cal and material aid to people of color. This comes 
with a holistic politics, one that recognizes the 
multitude of barriers to freedom and works to- 
ward a comprehensive vision. 

While Brown was a visionary in anti-racist 
politics regarding Africans and African Ameri- 
cans, this was not matched with gender conscious- 
ness or even a deep understanding on the found- 
ing and role of the United States. After meeting 
Harriet Tubman, Brown was so impressed that, 
when telling his son of the meeting, Brown de- 
scribed her as “the most man” Brown had ever 
met. 

“Important affairs were manly affairs to him,” 
Lee says in discussing Brown and Tubman’s re- 
lationship. Lee says Brown forbade female par- 
ticipation in 


failed raid Even when we are not as successfull tre raid and 


helped 
spark 


, as planned, our work can still be im- 


forbade men 
knowledge- 


civil war portant steps in movement building “°"°™* 


over the 

preservation of the white nation. In the Civil 
War, abolition was grudgingly and sluggishly given 
only as a weapon against the south. While Black 
revolutionaries continued to fight for their lib- 
eration, their numbers were smaller and they had 
fewer weapons and liberated territory than they 
would have had Brown succeeded. 

Despite the raid’s military failure, radicals 
throughout the world recognized its significance. 
The abolitionist movement that fed and shel- 
tered Brown on his speaking tours pulled to- 
gether after his arrest at Harper’s Ferry. Blue- 
prints of the jail where he was held were printed 
in northern newspapers to encourage rescue at- 
tempts. An armed force including 100 European 
socialists planned a rescue, but Brown discour- 
aged it due to the security under which he was 
held. 

Black women provided direct material aid for 
the families of fallen fighters by raising money 


~~ for them, and Black people were the main orga- ~ 


nizers of ‘Martyr Day’ activities in 12 cities on 
the day Brown was hanged. Events included ev- 
erything from tolling church bells to 
businesses closing, from the poison- 
ing of three of the jurors that convicted 
Brown to the torching of three Vir- 
:| ginia plantations. 

Given the movement’s response to 
the raid, it was not a total failure. Rep- 
resenting a more radical tenet of the 
abolitionist movement, Brown under- 
stood quite well that revolution is a 
process; he said even if the revolt was 
| not militarily successful, it would still 
«| be a success in further sparking aboli- 
tionist movement. Though it didn’t 
bring the movement to a new, radical 
position as hoped, the raid made many 
abolitionists rethink their views on 
pacifism. Brown’s raid, like other anti- 
slavery revolts, gained much public- 
ity, and the image of whites engaged in armed 
struggle against slavery and white supremacy 
still terrifies the system. Recognizing the ways 
in which the raid succeeded helps us counter 
revisionist history and helps us better analyze 
our actions. Even when we are not as successful 
as planned, our work can still be important steps 
in movement building. 

While succeeding in several key aspects, the 
raid was still hindered by Brown’s racism, patri- 
archy, patriotism, lack of democracy and Chris- 
tian fervor. 

TOWARD HOLISTIC PRAXIS: A 
CRITIQUE OF BROWN 

Speaking about 150 years after Harper’s Ferry, 
Malcolm X used Brown’s actions as a litmus 
test when discussing anti-racist whites. “If a 
white person wants to help our cause,” Malcolm 
said, “ask him what he thinks of John Brown. 
Do you know what John Brown did? He went 
to war.” Anti-racist whites must go to war against 
racism — not necessarily through armed struggle, 
but through their daily life. As white anti-racist 
feminist Becky Thompson notes in the title of 
her book on white anti-racism, it is both “a prom- 
ise and a way of life.” Our war against racism 
must be multi-faceted: from challenging racist 
comments to the ways we organize, from our 
reading selection to being able to provide physi- 





to share infor- 
mation with their wives. His misogynistic dis- 
trust of women was coupled with patriarchal 
blinders on the myriad of ways in which women 
participated in anti-racist struggle, including the 
planning of Harper’s Ferry. Two of Brown’s 
daughters were very involved in the planning pro- 
cess, living in Harper’s Ferry for along time prior 
to the raid. Having traveled the area extensively 
when leading slave escapes, Tubman was knowl- 
edgeable of the area, and her strategic thinking 
would have been of immeasurable importanee in 
planning and executing the raid. While illness pre- 
vented Tubman from being the only woman to 
participate in the armed front of the raid, Lee 
says her priorities lay in leading armed struggle 
against slavery in her own right. She was not 
waiting for white people to lead the struggle — 
she had been actively fighting white supremacy 
all of her life. 

Even though he represented a more radical wing 
of the abolitionist movement, Brown still failed 
to challenge state power or the existence of the 
United States. He supported the creation of an 
independent Black nation, but failed to incorpo- 
rate within that a belief in the need to destroy the 
United States. A parasitic, settler state such as 
the United States — which, besides African chat- 
tel slavery, was founded on genocide of the indig- 
enous, colonization of Mexico and patriarchal 
social relations, all of which Brown did not rec- 
ognize or challenge — needs to be destroyed. A 
truly independent, sovereign and free Black na- 
tion cannot exist alongside a settler empire that 
rests on Black oppression. 

Though Brown and other men drafted a “Pro- 
visional Constitution of the Oppressed People 
of the United States” that called for a sovereign 
Black nation, suffrage regardless of sex and en- 
couraged all women to arm themselves, Brown’s 
patriarchy and loyalty to the United States made 
the actualization of this impossible. Saying he 
intended to gain freedom for Black men like the 
American Revolution had done for white men, 
Brown defended the use of the United States flag 
as the flag for the new nation. The rebellion’s 
loyalty, Lee says, was with the United States, as 


Brown sought to “amend and reform” the U.S.. 


constitution rather than overthrow and replace 
the United States itself. If we are to achieve free- 
dom, our goal must be the destruction of the 
United States as we know it, not its amending 
and reformation. 

White anti-racist politics must also be univer- 
sally and consistently anti-racist; it is not up to 
us to choose which people of color to listen to or 
support. Brown’s militancy in fighting for aboli- 
tion and Black liberation — albeit in a patriarchal, 
patriotic manner — was not matched with prin- 
cipled solidarity for Native, Chicano and Asian 
people within U.S. borders. The fact that sla- 
very was more at the forefront of public discus- 
sion at the time merits its priority, but it also 
begs the question of genocide, colonization, forced 
servitude and the public invisibility of non-Black 
people of color. 

Further, while studying the life and legacy of 
Brown is instructive for anti-racists — particu- 
larly white ones — the study of white revolution- 
aries must not overshadow the study of revolu- 
tionaries of color. Radical discourse among anti- 


_ continued on page 20 
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* OPINION * 


When Hate Groups Come to Town 


Take the A 
Train... 


A Column by 
Howard J. 
Ehrlich 





What should you do when hate groups stage a 
demonstration, especially when groups come to 
town specifically to demonstrate? The answer 
to this forces us to wrestle with the meaning of 
violence. It forces us to consider how we go about 
building an egalitarian society. It impels us to 
take a stand, even though we can’t fully resolve 
the issues. There is no packaged response. 

Let me make my personal position clear. I be- 
lieve in self-defense. I also believe that hate groups 
in their propaganda are attempting to dehuman- 
ize me — and that is the most violent thing pos- 
sible. They are calling, at times, for my expulsion 
or for my extermination. Therefore, I would be 
morally justified in taking any action to protect 
myself against their violence or threat of vio- 
lence. There are circumstances in which I would 
exert force in response, but how I would do so 
depends upon the aggressors, the specific form 
of aggression and the time and place. 

That said, I will almost always choose a non- 
violent response. Philosophically, I believe in both 
nonviolence and self-defense. As a political ac- 
tor, I work to achieve a nonviolent society. I 
hesitate at the idea of a society without violence 
(which may reflect how indoctrinated I have be- 
come in this violent country), but I maintain that 
we can build a society in which violent acts are 
rare. Further, violence will never work as a means 
of achieving nonviolence. To act in a violent man- 
ner is to go off track. So how do we oppose hate 
group demonstrations and still stay on track? 
Ignoring the hate groups is not an option. 

We, the opposition, need to begin with three 
questions: Who are these people and these 


groups? Why are they staging this demonstra- 
tion here and now? What do they hope to accom- 
plish? Knowing who these groups are will help 
us expose them in our teaching, our leaflets, our 
media contacts and our general organizing. Many 
of their ideas are so repellent and so bizarre that 
they appear at times as self-parody and not worth 
serious attention, but it is critical that commu- 
nity people know who they are dealing with and 
what their objectives are. = 

As part of the organizing/educating process, 
we need to be able to explain to the community 
why these hate groups are here. Generally speak- 
ing, they pick their target community either be- 
cause of some recent ethnoviolent events or be- 
cause the community is experiencing some de- 
gree of economic hard times. These events pro- 
vide them with the opportunity to offer an ex- 
planation (for example, whites are under attack, 
immigrants are taking the jobs, and Jews are con- 
trolling the markets). 

What these groups hope to accomplish is quite 
straightforward. First, demonstrations help main- 
tain the morale of the demonstrators. Second, to 
the degree that they create a spectacle, they com- 
municate a sense of their own power and usually 
some of their ideas. Third, being debated, heck- 
led or assaulted helps legitimize them to them- 
selves, but more importantly, to some commu- 
nity people. Fourth, it expands the public agenda 
such that ideas once considered extreme are now 
considered moderate by comparison. Finally, like 
any social movement, they are out to recruit new 
members. Picking up one or two people from a 
demonstration is a mark of success. 

The first role of the opposition is to block or 
neutralize these goals. There are many options 
open. If you want to drown them out, beat them 
down, draw blood and run them out of town, 
maybe your rage for social justice is out of con- 
trol. You will have allowed them to set the time 
and place, create a spectacle, come off as de- 
prived of their first amendment rights and likely 
garner more extensive media coverage than they 
would have otherwise. That coverage will almost 
invariably paint both you and the hate groups 


with same brush: anti-democratic extremists. You 
will have squandered a “teachable moment,” that 
point in time, that set of social and personal cir- 
cumstances, that lead people to ask for an expla- 
nation. “What is this? What’s really going on 
here?” At this point, people are ready to listen. 
At this point, we have to be ready to talk. 

This is how we need to prepare ourselves. To 
begin with, we need to do hard research on who 
these groups are and what their programs are. We 
need to place them in the context of ali the other 
racist, neo-nazi groups and ideologies so that 
people can see the character of the threat they 
represent. We need to be prepared to explain the 
social conditions that brought them to rally here 
and now. This is our lesson plan. 

This is the time to actually build a commu- 
nity-wide antiracist, antifascist coalition. It 
doesn’t have to be and probably shouldn’t be 
thought of as 


anything ore This is the time to actually build 


than a single ac- 


tion coalition @ community-wide antiracist, 


brought together 


for the primary antifascist coalition 


purpose of rais- 
ing political and social justice issues. The job of 
the coalition is to foster a community conscious- 
ness of race and ethnic relations and the groups 
espousing racism. This means you get started 
long before the hate groups actually rally. 

The form of the coalition and the kind of edu- 
cational program undertaken will likely be spe- 
cific to the community. It should reach the 
schools, religious groups and local community 
associations. The active presence of an opposi- 
tion and counter demonstration is primary. A 
counter demonstration is important, but it has to 
be one that “fits” within the subculture of the 
local community. Ideally, it should cut across age 
and gender, race and ethnicity, sexual orientation, 
disability status and — within limits — political 
identification. To paraphrase an older organizing 
manual, “a coalition is not a dinner party.” 

Coalitions tend to attract groups who want to 
use the coalition for their own ends as well as 








difficult people and those isolates in search of a 
political home. Coalition politics also have a ten- 
dency to drift to common denominators so as 
not to alienate its diverse membership. This com- 
bination of diversity and drift can be deadly. It 
calls often for a delicate balancing act, although I 
think it is important for engaged anarchists to 
keep their politics up front. 

In terms of tactics, a festival in a location not 
too close to the hate group rally would be out- 
standing. You could even consider a parade march- 
ing to and from the festival to nearby the hate 
group rally. No contact. No verbal exchanges. 
Use your creativity. Maybe the parade could 
hand out song sheets and sing old civil rights 
songs as they go by. My counter demonstration 
will be fun-— a hate free zone, a celebration of 
life. There will be speakers, of course, and music 
and guerrilla theater. Maybe we will have but- 
tons or ribbons, but definitely we will have fly- 
ers, leaflets and coverage by the alternative me- 


. dia. This is our demonstration, we set the agenda. 


In my model 
of organizing, we 
would schedule a 
follow-up meet- 
ing of the organiz- 
ers and partici- 
pants where 
people would get together to evaluate what hap- 
pened and consider whether they may want to 
do something further. Seize the time. 

After everyone goes home, the police pick up 
their barricades and the street cleaners restore 
the area, the news media take over. To the aver- 
age journalist, racism, discrimination, hate speech, 
police relations and the like are not news —a rock 
through a store window or a skinhead getting 
punched out is news. So it’s up to the organizers 
not only to get to the media with the “big pic- 
ture,” but also to help them understand who the 
activists are and what motivated them. With good 
fortune, their stories could focus on our creativ- 
ity, the character of our opposition and the is- 
sues of ethnocentrism and ethnoviolence. 


Howard J. Ehrlich is the editor of Social Anar- 
chism and coordinates The Prejudice Institute. 


He can be reached at sociala@nothingness.org. 


Feminism and Anarchism: Toward a Politics of Engagement 


By Krysti Guest 


Thinking through the possible rela- 
tionships between feminisms and an- 
archisms involves a commitment to 
analysing the similarities and differ- 
ences between these two 
emancipatory political frameworks and 
identifying what insights each move- 
ment could offer the other. That task 
is, of course, beyond the scope of any 
article or book. It involves a dynamic 
series of dialogues where issues are 
debated and reformed depending upon 
different contexts, a process which 
recognises that “theory” and “practice” 
are not separate activities but interde- 
pendent and evolving forms of knowl- 
edge. This paper is an attempt to ar- 
ticulate more clearly a critique of domi- 
nant anarchism’s dismissal of feminist 
theory, and will hopefully serve to pry 
open spaces for a range of political 
debates, which anarchism so clearly 
lacks and so desperately needs. 

A SKETCH OF FEMINIST 
POLITICAL THEORY 

Revolutionary feminism is an ana- 
lytical framework and movement com- 
mitted to dismantling the institutions 
which politically, economically, sexu- 
ally and psychically oppress all 
women. Revolutionary feminism 
recognises that women are not all the 
same and that a uniform experience of 
women’s oppression is illusory. 
Rather, oppression on the grounds of 
sex operates differently according to a 
woman’s race, class and sexuality, and 
if the oppression of all women is to 
cease, then the interconnected struc- 
tures of patriarchy, transnational capi- 
talism and Western imperialism must 
be fought against equally. Feminism’s 
most significant contribution to politi- 
cal theory is the recognition that po- 
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litical oppression does not only oper- 
ate in the so-called “public sphere” of 
paid work and government, but thrives 
within the so-called “private” sphere 
of pleasure, personal life and family. 

Politicising the “private” has had 
important implications for revolution- 
ary political theory. Issues such as 
personal relations, sexual violence, 
housework, the preparation of food 
and childcare have become primary 
sites of political struggle rather than 
assumed supports for “real” political 
work. Consequentially, political theo- 
ries which see the eradication of “real” 
social ills occurring primarily via the 
big-bang apocalypse of “the revolu- 
tion” are revealed as anti-feminist. Al- 
though drastic social change through a 
political and economic revolution is 
essential, it is only one moment in a 
continuum of political action aimed at 
changing the status quo. The need to 
ameliorate oppressive social structures 
now, by providing funded women’s 
refuges or community childcare for 
example, is not a poor relation to a 
revolutionary process but an essential 
part of that process. If microscopic 
and macroscopic social change do not 
develop equally, then most women will 
neither have the time, ability or even 
be alive to participate. Any subsequent 
revolutionary political structure will 
be steeped in sexism and the revolu- 
tion against patriarchy will fail. 

A SKETCH OF ANARCHIST 
POLITICAL PRINCIPLES 
Feminist interest in anarchism has 

been aroused by the traditional prin- 
ciples of anarchist political theory. Sig- 
nificantly, rather than focussing on ome 
specific authoritarian structure (such 
as capitalism), anarchism identifies 
authoritarian structures in general as 





the key instrument of oppression. This 
allows the possibility that equal rec- 
ognition can be granted to the different 
forms of oppression which specific 
authoritarian systems create. Equal 
recognition of different oppressions 
avoids socialism’s premise that capi- 
talist class relations are the ultimate 
form of oppression through which all 
other oppressive forces are filtered. It 
is impossible to understand, and there- 
fore change, the complexities of 
women’s oppression (or racial, homo- 
sexual oppression) if class and capi- 
talism are ultimately seen as the ori- 
gins of injustice. A feminist relation- 
ship to anarchism would mean explor- 
ing authoritarian structures as funda- 
mental to women’s oppression and an 
anarchist relationship to feminism 
would mean recognising that patriar- 
chy is a paradigmatic example of au- 
thoritarian structures. 
Anarchism’s refusal to 
adopt authoritarian 
means 
















t o 
achieve 
non-au- 
thoritar- 
ian ends 

recognises 
revolution 
as a process. 
Revolutionary 
society has to 
begin being 
forged today if it is 
to benefit the majority 
and not merely empower 
the minority in a 
vanguardist party. This & 
parallels feminism’s focus on 





politicising the “private”? and “per- 
sonal” spheres, and opens up spaces 
for debate of the possibilities and limi- 
tations of both theories. 

Finally, the principle of non-hierar- 
chical organisation reflects the femi- 
nist insight that current social, politi- 
cal and economic hierarchies are 
gendered, raced and sexuality deter- 
mined, in that they overtly and subtly 
reproduce patterns of domination 
which oppress women. Non-hierarchi- 
cal and decentralised organisation cre- 
ates the possibility of allowing differ- 
ently oppressed social groups to en- 
gage in a productive manner. The form 
that an effective non-hierarchical 
organisation would take is extremely 
complex to think through. Anarchist 
theory should not aim to assimilate 
feminist political theory. Assimilation 
policies only reduce the specificities 
of different oppressions to the speci- 
ficities of the dominant group. 
THOUGHTS ON PREVALENT 
FORMS OF ANARCHISM 
Although the above sketch 
of the similarities between 

anarchism and feminism 
presents a promising 
picture, my experi- 
| ences in the past eight 
years have overwhelm- 
t ingly been of anarchism 
trailing the baggage of 
an extremely limiting 
F split personality. There 

are political activists who 
claim anarchism and who 
` are very committed to their 
politics, political theory and po- 
litical action. On the other hand 
there are many people who claim 
anarchism, or more simply the an- 
archist symbol A, as a fashionable 


adjunct to their oh-so-alternative 
“counter-cultural” life. This brand of 
anarchism eschews collective 
organisation and rigorous political 
analysis for freewheeling, zany and in- 
dividualistic social actions or events. 

I am a little weary of people pre- 
senting “anarchist” fashion statements 
or dope-driven “anarchist” dinner par- 
ties as incisive forms of political ac- 
tion. Although cultural expression is 
enmeshed within political and social 
change, this brand of anarchist lifestyle 
politics does not form part of a move- 
ment but becomes the movement. Dif- 
ficult political discussions and 
organised political activism are thereby 
insidiously framed as somehow “non- 
anarchist.” By constantly privileging 
cultural expression, the revolutionary 
possibilities of anarchism are inevita- 
bly emptied out, leaving only an indi- 
vidualistic and ultimately conservative 
lifestyle choice. 

From a feminist perspective, it is of 
the utmost importance to work through 
why anarchism seems to attract or pro- 
duce this tendency towards individu- 
alistic lifestyle politics, as this ten- 
dency makes anarchism irrelevant to 
other organised social movements. 

Teasing out this opposition is re- 
vealing. If we disagree with the domi- 
nant ideological systems (which should 
be a given) then one should be working 
toward changing these structures and 
people’s beliefs. What seems to have 
been the real difficulty is that many 
people believe that when one identi- 
fies as an anarchist, all the shackles of 
ideological construction wither away 
and one becomes spontaneously free 
and equal. Hence any attempt to 


change this is to limit freedom. 


continued on page 19 
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Defini ng Anarchism:“Anarchist Culture”and Anarchism 


Anarchism is being held hostage by a definitive “anarchist cul- 
ture.” In the upheaval of the globalization age, anarchism provides 
a particularly critical critique to understanding the connection be- 
tween the state and capitalism and, therefore, a real potential for 
the radical transformation of society. Unfortunately, reality is full 
of obstacles that must first be overcome. Anarchism’s largest ob- 
stacles can be found as close to home as within the anarchist 
movement itself. Historically it has been euro-centric in its 
focus, sexist, explicitly anti-Semitic and anti-nationalistic 
in its analysis, and seen as self-indulgent in its character. 
This all seems to be changing in contemporary anarchism. 
Racism, sexism, nationalism and euro-centrism are all 
prominent issues of discussion and analysis. Yet con- 
temporary anarchism is constructing new walls just as 
the old walls of racism, sexism and euro-centrism begin 
to show cracks. Unlike its past, contemporary anar- 
chism exists almost entirely within the 
counter culture scene. Anarchism is now 
being defined by these counter-cultures and 
is taking on its own unique kind of xeno- 
phobia, parochialism and mistrust toward 
“normal people.” 

My goal is not to criticize the “anar- 
chist culture.” I am attempting to examine 
how any culture that defines a set of po- 
litical beliefs by its cultural norms will limit 
and restrict it. While discussions of race, 
gender and class are absolutely essential for “opening up spacé” in 
the anarchist movement, these discussions will not necessarily 
create a more diverse movement as long as anarchism continues to 
be defined culturally. It will instead produce a counter-culture 
movement of anti-racist, anti-classist, anti-sexist, anarcho-punks, 
or however else you want to generalize the “anarchist culture.” I 
hope to compliment this already fruitful dialogue by identifying 
anarchism’s cultural boundaries as to open up cultural space. 

Shortly after Seattle, when everyone was wondering what the 
black bloc is, Newsweek ran, along with pictures of punks smash- 
ing windows, a small box entitled “The New Anarchism.” In it 
were pictures of Emma Goldman, Ted Kaczynski, Noam Chomsky, 
Rage Against the Machine, John Zerzan and Chumbawamba. Ted 
Kaczynski was described as John Zerzan’s “close friend,” liken- 
ing anarchism with terrorism. Rage Against the Machine and 
Chumbawamba were credited with anarchism’s current revival, 
while ideas were marginalized to Emma Goldman and Noam 
p Chomsky. They. didn’t mention that Noam Chomsky was an an- 
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archist, only that his lectures appeared on Chumbawamba’s latest 
CD. With a slight of hand, Newsweek diminished any connection 
anarchism had to ideas and labeled it a youth counter culture of 
terrorists with no legitimate political agenda. The corporate media 
consistently ignores, marginalizes or twists ideas while emphasiz- 
ing culture. While this is to be expected from the corporate media, 
anarchists are doing relatively the same thing. 

The anarchist movement’s characterization of what it means to 

be an anarchist seems to mirror the corporate media’s. 

ARN ig This image of an anarchist is perpetuated over and over 
by anarchist magazines, newspapers, zines, stickers, 
patches and elsewhere. For instance, AK press’s mu- 
sic section is divided into two categories: punk music 
and other music. Barricada magazine’s pages are filled 
with images of the ‘black clad anarchist’ tipping cars 
: and burning trashcans. Crimethinc’s newest book Eva- 
sion describes itself on the back cover with this state- 
ment — which I will paraphrase — “homeless, unem- 
ployed, ... if you’re not having fun you’ re not doing it 


not kidding) goes as far as to call Evasion “the how- 
to manual of reclaiming freedom. Real accounts of 
revolutionary lifestyles — talking the talk AND 
walking the walk. If Days of War is Crimethinc 
for beginners, this is the expert edition.” These 
three publications are only a few examples of 
how the anarchist movement has a definable 
image of itself — even if those in it can’t see it — 
that has nothing to do with anarchist ideas but with culture. The 
implicit instructions with these chatacterizations are that to be an 
anarchist — or even to be “revolutionary” — you must look like 
this, listen to this music or eat this food. It says that anarchism has 
nothing to do with ideas and everything to do with culture. 

Imagine if an anthropologist were to ask an anarchist, “what is 
the anarchist mode of consumption?” The anarchist may reply, 
“dumpster diving, of course.” Or if the anthropologist were to 
ask, “what kind of shelter do anarchists seek?” The anarchist 
would say, “well, we squat abandoned buildings.” Lastly the an- 
thropologist would ask, “What is the anarchist mode of produc- 
tion?” By now looking very puzzled the anarchist would reply 
hesitantly, “what do you mean? We don’t work.” This is silly, of 
course, yet true and helpful in understanding both modern inter- 
pretations of anarchism and distinctions between “anarchist cul- 
ture” and anarchism. 

At the gateway to the anarchist movement stands the role of the 
anarchist status quo checking cultural credentials while, for the 
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~The Global Privileges of Whiteness 


most part, ignoring polities positions. This status quo works in 
the anarchist movement in invisible and unconscious ways to main- 
tain established norms — just as it does in the mainstream society. 
Armed with the notion that anarchism and “anarchist culture” are 
one and the same, many anarchists stand at this gateway and 
exclude and dismiss all those that don’t stand up to the cultural 
test. When defining and acknowledging someone as an anarchist, 
their incorrect assumption is that, because anarchism and “anar- 
chist culture” are the same thing, excluding those with different 
lifestyle choices is to include-only anarchists. Passing these cul- 
tural gauntlets means either adjusting one’s lifestyle to fit the 
“anarchist culture” or being willing to allow one’s culture to re- 
main marginalized and patronized within the anarchist movement. 
It means being willing to set aside your own cultural choices and 
accepting the “anarchist culture” as the true lifestyle statement of 
anarchist thought. Of course, not everyone is willing to do this and 
when they first see that this will be required of them many dismiss 
anarchism as a whole. Those willing to put up with this dominant 
culture in the. anarchism movement are in a constant struggle for 
entitlement with out compromising their culture. 

We do not need to choose a more inclusive culture to define 
anarchism because no one culture can exclusively define a political 
theory. If a set of political ideas become inseparable from a certain 
culture only those in that culture will have any interest in or access 
to the ideas. I can think of no culture with only one political 
position nor any political theory with only one culture. Anar- 
chism seems to be the only political theory with this problem. 
Imagine, what a Marxist would eat or what how a socialist would 
dress. Unlike anarchism, both socialism and Marxism have influ- 
enced and been influenced by many cultures, none of which at- 
tempted to define it exclusively in terms of their own culture. 

The anarchist movement — particularly those who identify with 
the “anarchist culture” — must develop a self-consciousness that 
will allow us to see beyond ourselves and back at ourselves from 
the position of others. The anarchist movement’s parochialism, 
xenophobia and mistrust point toward any lack of this self-con- 
sciousness. The better we understand how the anarchist move- 
ment replicates these forms of oppression — racism, classism, 
sexism, and, as I hope to offer, ethnocentrism (for lack of a better 
term) — the greater the possibility for anarchism to influence and 
inspire radical change in society. ` 


Soliman Lawrence goes to school in Philadelphia and can be con- - 
tacted at solilawrence@ yahoo.com. He wrote this article with the 
intention of promoting. dialogue and will be truly disappointed if 
no one choices to quarrel with him. 
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By Kendall slark === 


“Whiteness is ownership of the earth.” 
= W.E.B. Du Bois 


“l use the term white supremacy ... | 
intend a latitudinarian conception, one 
that encompasses de facto and de jure 
white privilege and refers more broadly 
to the European domination of the 
planet that has left us with the racialized 
distributions of economic, political, and 
cultural power that we have today. We 
could call it global white supremacy.” — 
Charles W. Mills, “Revisionist Ontolo- 
gies: Theorizing White Supremacy,” in 
Blackness Visible 


The average White American’s attitudes about 
race and racism are a mixture of self-congratula- 
tion and defensiveness — “Yes, America has had 
some episodes of racism and racial bias, but that’s 
all clearly in the past.” In truth, White racism 
hasn’t gone anywhere. Its tenor and tone have 
evolved; now it’s more expressed in carefully 
coded messages rather than in crudely overt 
themes. White racism, the White supremacist 
ideology it reflects and the network of White 
privilege it maintains, are alive and well. 

Racist expressions of White supremacist ide- 
ology maintain three particular nodes in the vast 
network of White privilege: White empire, White 
corporate profits and aggrieved White victimhood. 

THE MAINTENANCE OF EMPIRE 

With a model constitution and Truth & Rec- 
onciliation Commission, which the U.S. needs to 
implement, South Africa is the exemplar of strug- 
gling with post-colonialism. But it faces obstacles, 
including a horrifying AIDS pandemic and West- 
ern-dictated structural adjustment programs, de- 
manded as preconditions of expanded trade rela- 
tions, development loans, and soon. __ 

As The Independent's Alex Smith reported on 
June 12 during South African President Mbeki’s 
visit with Tony Blair, Mbeki was reminded that 
one of the ongoing privileges of White Empire is 
its careful avoidance of any responsibility for 
past horrors. Blair didn’t so much refuse respon- 
sibility for colonialism and the slave trade as refuse 
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to acknowledge that there’s anything to take re- 
sponsibility for. Blair warned Mbeki that apolo- 
gies made at the World Conference Against Rac- 
ism for colonial exploitation cannot be used by 
African countries to press claims of reparation. 
A formal apology means nothing when the idea 
of reparations is ruled off-limits. An apology 
which cannot be the basis of subsequent, mor- 
ally appropriate action, such as reparations, is 
not an apology at all; it’s merely words in the 
verbal form of an apology, signifying nothing but 
a churlish display of White privilege. 

It’s not only Tony Blair who mans the ram- 
parts of White empire. Other European colonial 
powers and the U.S. followed through with their 
threat to scuttle the UN conference by sending 
“junior delegations,” because, as Smith said, “the 
issue of compensation for the ills of slavery [along 
with the question of Israel’s settler policies were] 
allowed to dominate the agenda” (where “domi- 
nate” means, roughly, “appear”). 

That such refusal is an exercise of White privi- 
lege is made perfectly obvious by another sen- 
tence in Smith’s report: “Britain, which claims 
its views are in line with other European coun- 
tries, says it wants to look forward, not back.” 
White Europe and America will make the deter- 
mination of what constitutes an appropriate 


moral response to colonial horrors like the inter-. 


national slave trade. No Africans need apply. 
White people are the sole determinant of what 
is true, of what is morally appropriate, in the 
guise of being “anti-racist.” Thus is reached the 
pinnacle achievement of propaganda, the total 
inversion of truth. Asserting White privilege is 
effectively anti-racist and justice for African 
peoples is an impediment. 
THE PROTECTION OF CORPORATE 
PROFITS 
Empire is the servant of corporate/ private 
profit. Such was the case with European colonial 
empires, and such is the case with the neocolo- 
nial corporate empire that now bestrides the 
planet. Just as White supremacist ideology was 
developed, in part, as a justification for Euro- 
pean colonial Empire — particularly the slave trade 





— one of its chief uses today is to justify and 
protect White corporate profits. And that’s per- 
fectly clear in the case of American drug compa- 
nies and the African AIDS pandemic. 

As Bob Hebert wrote, Andrew Natsios, Bush’s 
choice to head the U.S. Agency for International 
Development, is busy spreading White suprema- 
cist ideology to protect corporate profits. It 
makes no sense, Natsios claims, for U.S. drug 
companies to make AIDS drugs in Africa free or 
cheap because Africans, “don’t know what West- 
ern time is. You have to take these (AIDS) drugs 
a certain number of hours each day, or they don’t 
work. Many people in Africa have never seen a 
clock or a watch their entire lives. And if you 
say, one o’clock in the afternoon, they do not 
know what you are talking about. They know 
morning, they know noon, they know evening, 
they know the darkness at night.” 

And it isn’t just Natsios; an “unnamed senior 
Treasury Department official” made the same 
point in April, according to Herbert. 

The Bush administration asks us to believe 
that the reasonable idea that record drug com- 
pany profits should be subordinate to ameliorat- 
ing the AIDS pandemic in Africa is absurd since 
Africans aren’t sufficiently human to follow a 
drug regime. To claim that an entire continent of 
people cannot follow a drug re- 
gime is to claim that they are not 
humans at all. Worse, as some ani- f 
mals might be taught to follow 
simple drug regimes. Further, 
Nastios knows nothing about Af- 
rica, which contains many large $ 
urban populations where people $ 
can tell time perfectly well. 

All of which begs the question 
of drug companies and dispensing 
agencies finding some other 
mechanism — a simple kinetic- 
powered device that chimes each 
time a medicine must be ingested, 
for instance — by which to help 
people in rural areas, where life is 
lived. more by agrarian rhythms 
follow drug regimes. Surely the 
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that Africa is full of urban metropolises, that 
rural areas are less clock-bound than urban areas, 
and that there’s nothing unique about Africa in 
this regard. 

THE PRIVILEGES OF VICTIMHOOD 

The oppressive ideal is for White privilege to 
be so deeply embedded and entwined in the so- 
cial order that it’s hard to see and hard to fight. 
One way to make White privilege invisible is to 
create a cult of aggrieved White victimhood. If 
White people are victims (of affirmative action’s 
so-called reverse racism), the real claims of people 
of color and of women of all races will make little 
sense. False claims of oppression dilute the force 
of real claims. White aggrieved victimhood is a 
smoke screen for White privilege. 

The American aggrieved White victimhood has 
been strengthened by representations of the Okla- 
homa City bombing, a tragedy once enshrined by 
the White corporate media as “the worst act of 
terrorism on U.S. soil.” According to the media, 
the victims and institutions McVeigh attacked 
were White, which is not to diminish the deaths 
of people of color there, but only to recognize 
that the government is largely a White institu- 
tion, and the media face of the bombing has been 
almost exclusively a White face. 


continued on page 19 
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Former Black 
Panther and NY3 
political prisoner 
Jalil Bottom will 
be going before 
the parole board 
in July 2002. The 
Center for Com- 
munity Alternatives (CCA) is currently working 
with Jalil to develop a Parole Release Plan to be 
submitted to the NY State Board of Parole 
shortly. You can help by writing a letter ex- 





plaining why Jalil should be released, and send- . 


ing it to CCA to be included in his parole packet. 
To be most effective we suggest your letter ad- 
dress some, not necessarily all, the following is- 
sues: 

If you know Jalil, explain how and for how 
long Point out some of the qualities, and describe 
some of the qualities that Jalil has demonstrated 
that the parole board would appreciate: 

e Compassion 

e Devoted family member 

e Teaching and mentoring others 

e Non-violent ° 

e Conflict resolution 

e Helpful to others 

e Participation in Sue activities and pro- 
grams 

e Explain in your view there is a reasonable 
probability that, if released, he will live and 
remain at liberty without violating the law 

e Explain why his release is compatible with 


A.P.L.A.N. 


LAWSUIT 


The Anarchist Prisoners Legal Aid Network 
is set to launch a lawsuit aimed at censorship of 





mail in Oregon prisons, and is requesting sup- . 


port. 

Over the last decade, censorship of materials 
sent to. prisoners in Oregon has reached signifi- 
cant levels. APLAN is preparing the suit in an 
effort to support prisoners’ access to materials. 
Outside supporters can do the following: try to 
appeal all mail rejections from Oregon prisons, 
and starting files which could be shared with 
APLAN; fundraise for costs related to the law- 
suit - any amount would be a help, whether it’s 
just passing the hat at a meeting or planning some- 
thing more ambitious; encourage Oregon prison- 
ers who are having difficulty with radical mail to 
contact APLAN, and generally educating pris- 
oners about their options when dealing with mail 
censorship. For more information, or to report 
censorship, contact: 

APLAN 
818 SW 3rd Ave, PMB 354 
Portland, OR 97204, USA 


Panther up for Parole 


the welfare of society 

e Explain why his release will not deprecate 
the seriousness of the crime for which he was 
convicted as to undermine respect for the law 
Address letters, “To Whom It May Concern” 
or “Dear Parole Commissioners”. 


Your letters should be mailed to: 
Royce L. Hawkins, JD 
Mitigation/Sentencing Specialist 
Center for Community Alternatives 
115 East Jefferson Street, Suite 300 
Syracuse, NY 13202 

Send letters to Royce as soon as possible to 
allow him time to review them all with Jalil, and 
put them together in the parole plan. 

Thank you for your help and cooperation. If 
you have any questions or suggestions, please 
contact Royce Hawkins at (315) 422-5638, ext. 
220. Jalil can be contacted at: j 

A. Jalil Bottom 7744283 
Auburn Correctional Facility 
PO Box 618, 135 State Street 

Auburn, NY 13024 








In February 1986, Anarchist POW Ojore 
Lutalo was arbitrarily placed in Trenton State 
Prison’s infamous Management Control Unit. 
MCU basically requires 23 and a half hours 
locked in your cell every day. An hour recreation 
every other day can be easily canceled. You have 
very restricted visits and use of the phone and no 
access to other prison activities. Unlike other 
forms of lock up in prison, MCU is not punitive. 
There is no infraction you need commit to be 
placed in MCU. You do not have to break any 
rules to be placed in MCU. Similarly, there is no 


`- step by step program or anything of the like you 


need to do to be released. You remain in MCU as 
long as officials feel you are a “threat.” 

Ojore had remained in MCU since February 
4th of 1986. Prison officials would not allow 
Ojore to view and therefore challenge the reasons 
they placed him in MCU. 

Years ago, several prisoners, including Ojore, 
filed a lawsuit against Trenton State Prison for 
being held in MCU. On January 16th, Ojore was 
released from MCU as a result of this lawsuit. 
After visiting Ojore under MCU hour long, non 
contact window visits since 1993, members of 
NE and Jax ABCF visited him the other day in a 
general population, contact visit for the first time. 
We are glad to see him out of the MCU and hope 
others get in touch’with Ojore to see what they 


Hatcher Campaign Seeks Support 


The autonomous Greenville, North Carolina 
ABC is organizing for the Eddie Hatcher post- 
card campaign and seeks involvement. 

There are new postcards, to be sent to the NC 
Court of Appeals, demand a new trial for Eddie 
Hatcher and point out wrongdoing in his most 
recent frame up. Hatcher, a longtime Native 
American political activist, is fighting for his life 
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after prosecutors hinted their intention to use his 
political activity against him in court. On the 
morning of 2/1/88, two men, activists Hatcher 
and Timothy Jacobs, armed with shotguns walked 
into the offices of The Robesonian newspaper in 
Lumberton, NC. 

Holding more than a dozen people hostage, 
they demanded an investigation into corruption 
in the Robeson County government, and the ex- 
amination of unsolved murders and the death of a 
young African-American who died under suspi- 
cious circumstances in the Robeson County jail. 
Hatcher and Jacobs did not intend to hurt any of 
the hostages. After the initial seizure, “things got 
loose,” said Robesonian editor Bob Horne. “We 
had virtual free movement. They weren’t threat- 
ening-anybody, they weren’t waving guns in 
anybody’s face, they-were nice and polite and 
courteous. I didn’t think they would really hurt 
anyone.” 

To obtain postcards, contact Greenville ABC 
at (703) 234-3950 x3796 or email: 
ppliberation@ yahoo.com. 

Justice for Eddie Hatcher Camp. 
P.O. Box 1234 / Pittsboro, NC 27312 
www.eddiehatcher.org. 

To write Eddie personally 

MCI, P.O. Box 2405 

Marion, NC 28752 





Critical Resistance and the 
Anarchist Sensibilities 


By Ashanti, CR/New York City 


Since the first CRITICAL RESISTANCE 
CONFERENCE in California several years ago, 
and the second one in New York City last year, 
activists have come together in difference parts 
of the country to further make this focus on the 
Prison Industrial Complex the basis of a resis- 
tance movement and a visionary movement. Its 
timeliness as a resistance movement is “critical” 
because of the genocidal implications of the PIC 
for Black, Brown and poor communities across 
Babylon, USA. Its visionary timeliness lies in 
our challenge as activists to put forth some vi- 
sions of what a society could look like WITH- 
OUT prisons and other class-race biased instru- 
ments of social control. 

In New York City we have been working to- 
ward this resistance and visionary initiative. We 
are in Harlem, a community being devastated by 
the PIC in a way that is so exemplary. Not only 
do most New York state prisoners come from 
about eight Harlem-like areas in the city, but the 
connections to racism, big business and govern- 
ment are also obvious. We are attempting to find 


can do to help. 
One thing you 
can do is con- 
tact NE ABCF 
in Lancaster 
PA. They are 
the ABCF 
chapter that 
facilitates the 
ABCF’s Anarchist Subsistence aoe This 
program sends monthly monetary and material 
support to Anarchist PP/POWs. Ojore has been 


“receiving support from this program’ every month 


since 1997. 

Contact NE ABCF and/or Ojore: 
Ojore Lutalo NE ABCF 
59860/POB 861 PO Box 891 
SBI 0000901548 Lancaster, PA 
Trenton, NJ 08625 17608 





ways of raising this issue in Harlem in connec- 
tion with its other devastating issues such as 
gentrification, new fascist housing policies, po- 
lice occupation and terroristic control, and the 
continuing process of turning our schools, hos- 
pitals and streets into jails and extensions of the 
prison-culture-industrial complex. 

The challenge to anarchists comes from a spe- 
cial desire for a society without prison, police, 
standing armies and the like but to draw realistic 
pictures of such as ways to challenge folks to 
think about the possibility as REAL, as even 
grounded in some of the very social and cultural 
activities that already go on in our communities. 
CR New York City is now promoting Roundtable 
Discussions in the community as a way to begin 
the exploration of realistic way to proceed on 
making Prison Abolition realistic. We invite folks 
from various communities and perspectives who 
believe that prisons have to go to frame such 
ideas pragmatically. Anarchists can help point to 
current examples of folks resolving their own 
issues of community order/peacemaking, etc. 
From the Indigenous Peoples in the U.S. and 
Canada who adapt their own traditional justice 
systems to what churches and community cen- 
ters here and around the world may be doing 
around justice and peacemaking WITHOUT THE 
STATE. 

As Critical Resistance participates with other 
anti-prison forces to further this mission we keep 
in mind that those most affected by such a vi- 
cious and devouring PIC monster must be in the 
leadership of its resistance and visioning. That is 
not a simple struggle, but it is unavoidable if we 
are to ground our belief in a prison-less world in 
the concrete best of our collective humanity. We 
are trying to deaf with such internal dynamics 
here in the New York City work and know it’s 
the best way to build truly respectful and pow- 
erful alliances with communities of color and poor 


communities most affected by the monster, and = ~ 


to change ourselves in the process. 

DOWN WITH THE PRISON INDUSTRIAL 
COMPLEX, SUPPORT THE LIBERATION OF 
INTERNAL COLONIES WITHIN BABYLON, 
IT’S ABOUT FREEDOM, RESPECT & 
JUSTICE - LET’S DO IT, DARE TO 
STRUGGLE, DARE TO WIN! 


ABC Conference This Summer 


The first Anarchist Black Cross conference in 
North America since 1994 will be held July 26- 
28, 2002, in Austin, Texas. 

The event, hosted by the autonomous Austin 
ABC collective and former political prisoner and 
Texas anarchist Chris Plummer, comes on the 
heels of the release of “A New Draft Proposal 
for an ABC Network,” which advocated the cre- 
ation of a new network of anarchist anti-prison 
groups. Organizers say they expect this confer- 
ence will bring together organizers to network 
around issues of prisoner support, prison aboli- 
tion and anti-authoritarian struggle; and for found- 
ing the ABC Network. 

Some goals of this meeting include: to build 
our solidarity and communications, among the 
various autonomous prisoner support tenden- 
cies; to learn together and from one another via 
our experiences, and educate on the ins and out 
of prisoner support, freedom campaigns, etc.; to 


get autonomous anarchist anti-prison groups ac- 
quainted and developing an ABC network; and 
to help people interested in prisoner support 
work to organize effective ABC groups in their 
communities. Those affiliated with an autono- 
mous ABC group, anti-prison group, prisoner 
support collective or who are active in the move- 
ment against prisons, criminalization and incar- 
ceration; and those interested in forming an ABC 
group or in being involved in supporting the 
movement against prisons and in support of pris- 
oners are welcome to attend. 

Please get in touch if you would like to make a 
presentation, attend or have ideas for the event. 
Contact: 

Austin ABC 
P.O. Box 19733 
Austin, TX 78760-9733 
austinabc_@hotmail.com 
www.anarchistblackcross.org. 

















| Warchest Art Raffle 


The ABCF is selling raffle tickets to benefit its long 
running Warchest Program. First prize is an original oil 
painting (pictured to left) of Assata Shakur, created by her 
codefendant, Prisoner of War Sundiata Acoli. 2nd Prize is a 
collage created in prison by former Political Prisoner Laura 
Whitehorn. Third prize as a necklace, ear ring bead set 
created by Political Prisoner Ray Luc Levasseur. 

Created in 1994, the Warchest has sent monthly checks 
into those class war PP/POWs who have not received ad- 
equate financial support. The ABCF, through the Warchest 
has raised and sent out well over $30,000. Tickets cost $5 
each and go directly to the Warchest. 

Please contact LA ABCF at the address below to pur- 
chase raffle tickets or to help sell them. 

LA ABCF/ Box 3671/ Anaheim, CA 92803 
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Challenges of Anarchism... 


continued from page 10 


Typifying so much of contemporary radical discourse, the ter- 
minology around self-determination has become so plasticized 
that many of the central ideas have become confused and confus- 
ing. It is absolutely critical though, to distinguish between patrio- 
tism and nationalism, states and nations. American writer Michael 
Zwerin defined a nation as “an organic social and economic unit 
with common territory, history and language. A collection of cousins. 
States have been superimposed over nations. State boundaries 
often divide nations: Basque, Lapp and Mohawk nations for ex- 
ample. States are often comprised of more than one nation: Alsace, 
Corsica, Brittany and Occitania in France.” 

This is an axiomatic difference. Self-determination and the love 
of place is a fundamentally different stance than patriotism and 
Statism. Nations are comprehensible historically and culturally, 


‘drawn together by collectively created meanings. States are super- 


imposed, manufactured entities, with coarse elite economic deter- 

minism as their rationale. 
Supporting self-determina- 

tion in no way suggests that se- 


exempted from rigorous anar- 
chist and egalitarian analysis. It 
is especially incumbent upon 
anti-authoritarians to name, 
very specifically, the adversar- 
ies of an ecological society and 
to articulate a liberatory praxis, while at the same time recognizing 
that the undermining of statism by historically and culturally unique 
peoples represents important radical opportunities. 

Whether it be in Quebec, Puerto Rico, Northern Ireland, Tibet, 
Chiapas, Hawaii or for the Nisga’a, Innu, Mohawks, Misquito, 
Catalonians or Basques, the possibility of a directly democratic, 
ecological society emerging from within independence movements 
is much greater than if these homelands are colonized and disfig- 


The promise of self-determination, 
cessionist movements shouldbe though, is that with the dissolution of 
colonialist control, and the chances of re- 
ducing bureaucracy and creating a direct 
democracy are significantly greater 


ured by imperialist domination. It is important to hold a position 
that self-determination is critical everywhere, but that the result- 
ing entities themselves cannot recede into parochial aggression or 
colonialism, and must be subject to the same scrutiny as any other 
governance. Thus, I support Quebec independence from Canadian 
colonization fully, and I equally support the right of indigenous 
peoples within that province to an equal standard of self-determi- 
nation as well. 

Secessionist movements represent one, not the only, assault on 
monopoly capitalism and statism. Self-determination is not enough 
in and of itself. It is not enough to support independence move- 
ments carte blanche. Each scenario needs to be analyzed specifi- 
cally, using egalitarian, directly democratic and decentralist crite- 
ria. However, an ecological society is much more likely to emerge 
from within small, comprehensible and historically coherent na- 
tions such as the Basque, than in sprawling, manufactured states 
like Canada. 

There is the 
possibility that 
any given seces- 
sionist movement 
will lead to the 
simple re-central- 
ization of power, 
that independence 
in practice means 
a cheap 
reconfiguration of centralist control, only in new hands. Further, 
secession might create a whole new series of bureaucracies, each 
with their own little fiefdoms and manipulative mechanisms, moving 
control further again from local interests. 

The promise of self-determination, though, is that with the 
dissolution of colonialist control, and the chances of reducing bu- 
reaucracy and creating a direct democracy are significantly greater. 

I am advocating for a land and place-based community of com- 


munities. An ecological world can only be achieved when people 


_ organize themselves into small-scale, locally self-reliant commu- 


nities. In many cases, that goal seems, at least at face value, con- 
gruent with secessionist claims. In the places where independence 
means re-centralization and the colonialist mentality on a smaller 
scale, anarchists will oppose them with the same clarity as they. 
critique Current states. 

CONCLUDING REMARKS 

The attempt to bring together the philosophical ideals of anar- 
chism with the political imperatives of self-determination is awk- 
ward, despite a certain amount of evidence suggesting the two are 
well suited for one another. 

A developed anarchism has to assume self-determination for 
historically organic nations. Anarchism necessarily includes self- 
determination, but the reverse is not true. While it is reasonable to 
assert that smaller political entities based on organic nationhood 
might offer genuine opportunities for the establishment of a direct 
democracy, it is by no means a given. Nationalist movements 
come in every flavor, and each self-determination movement has 
to be subjected to similar rigorous examination as the contempo- 
rary nation-state. 

Whether it is a military guerrilla revolution, a constitution and 
referendum-based secession, or protracted treaty negotiations, there 
are innumerable ways to begin breaking down artificially defined 
and defended nation-states. States like Mexico and Canada have 
colonized so many real nations, and become self-anointed trustees 
over so many organic affiliations of people, that each situation 
demands a unique and specific response. This is not blanket sup- 
port for nationalism, but a counterposing of historically and cul- 
turally organic nations and a call for self-determination against 
artificially imposed states. 

As secessionist movements foment in literally every corner of 
the globe, it is a critical distinction to make, especially for anar- 
chists. These movements can go hand-in-hand with and ultimately 
support a complementary decentralization, and clearly, the cre- 
ation of local community control mimics at another level the radi- 
cally democratic potential of self-determination and the recovery 
of popular power. 





Nationalism: Definitions... 





continued from page 10 
secular society. It has consistently opposed for- 
eign imperial interests, local warlordism, reac- 
tionary elements of Afghan tradition and emer- 
gent Islamic fundamentalism. RAWA prioritizes 
- direct action, attemptingtoimplement in prac- 
x ticethe's6Cial gains it struggles for — schools and 
a ` health clinics for women and children being the 
most prominent examples. 
“This is a program most anarchists would cau- 
tiously support, and there is no obvious nation- 
alist component, This nationalism is seen more 
ing factors used by RAWA to mo- 
bilize broad sectors © han»population. 
As the name indicates, RAWA seeks to mobilize 
across language and tribal barriers, and this ap- 
pears to be reflected in the composition of the 
membership. The oppositional aspects of its 
program (against U.S. bombing, the Northern 
Alliance, etc.) are tied to an appeal for the inde- 
pendence and cohesion of Afghanistan. The 
organization’s statement condemning the U.S. air 
strikes of October 2001 makes this explicit: “We 
believe that once there is no foreign interference, 
especially of a fundamentalist type, all ethnic 
groups of all religions, with no regard to the dev- 
ilish designs of the fundamentalists, will prove 

- their solidarity for achieving the most sacred na- 
tional interests for the sake of a proud and free 
Afghanistan.” (RAWA website) 

RAWA opposes the Northern Alliance eal 
because of the latter’s reactionary social program, 
and partly because the exclusively Tajik and 
Uzbek make-up of the leadership threatens the 
future existence of Afghanistan as such. Its tacti- 
cal support for the return of King Mohammed 
Zahir Shah (within the strictures of a democratic 

constitution) indicates RAWA’s desire to recon- 
struct Afghanistan on a national model, with Zahir 
seen as the only figure capable of forging any 
immediate unity among the many populations 
within its borders. The nationalist character of 
RAWA’s program becomes more clear when dis- 
: cussing its strategy. 
The contrast between Al-Qaeda and RAWA, 
both of which have been thrust into the spotlight 
since Sept. 11 after years in obscurity, leads us 
: to a more precise definition of nationalism: na- 
tionalism describes any ideology based on utiliz- 
ing national identity in the service of one or more 
of several political struggles, including social 
revolution, state-building, improvement of social 
services, genocide and so on. Further, we can see 
that what distinguishes various types of nation- 
alism is this choice of struggle, rather than the 
historical status (oppressed or otherwise) of the 
national identity thus utilized. 
In this context, it is clear that anarchists op- 
pose Al-Qaeda because of its reactionary pro- 
gram and terrorist methods, not because it is na- 







tionalist; if anything, the rejection of nation-states 
as an organizational paradigm is perhaps the only 
thing it has in common with anarchists. At the 
same time, many anarchists have lent tentative 
support to RAWA, partly because of its reliance 
on tactics of direct action, partly because we 


« support the basic outlines of the particular 


struggle it connects to a nationalist method. The 
limits of this support have less to do with simple 


anti-nationalism than with RAWA’s reformist 


approach to statism, exemplified in their backing 
of a constitutional monarchy. 
NATIONAL IDENTITY 

By contrasting responses to Sept. 11 in the 
United States and Puerto Rico we can begin to 
define national identity. The reaction in the U.S. 
is well known: patriotism and “national unity” 
skyrocketed, with the flag as the essential visual 
aid. Anti-immigrant sentiment led to racist at- 
tacks, the arrest without charges of hundreds of 
foreign nationals and the tightening of border con- 
trols. It has become painfully clear that the “na- 
tion” people are rallying to is white, multicultural 
protestations and interfaith prayer services not- 
withstanding. This is nationalism in the service 
of white supremacysand the continued military 
might of the world’s only superpower. As my 
brother Peter argued in an assessment of Sept. 11 
written for some European comrades, people 
behaved “as if national identity could offer so- 
lace in the face of tragedy.” 

Less widely appreciated is the response to 
Sept. 11 in Puerto Rico. New York has almost as 
many Puerto Ricans as San Juan, and the pre- 
liminary figures, according to the island’s leading 
daily paper, El Nuevo Dia, were that 800 or more 
had been killed in the World Trade Center. Given 
the response in the United States, two different 
outcomes might have seemed likely after such a 
massive tragedy: an upsurge in Puerto Rican na- 
tionalism, or perhaps more likely, a spike in pro- 
Statehood (anti-independentista, pro-U.S.) sen- 
timent. Strangely, neither has occurred. 

The first can be dispensed with easily enough: 
no one in Puerto Rico or the United States thought 
the attack on the World Trade Center was aimed 
at Puerto Ricans. Thus, the aggrieved patriotism 
witnessed in the U.S. was unlikely to be paral- 
leled in Puerto Rico. 

Statehooders, however, could have been ex- 
pected to gain. Because the Statehood position is 
that Puerto Ricans are really “Americans” (that 
is, U.S. nationals) first and foremost, the attack 
on the World Trade Center could be expected to 
cement that combination identity. Just as Puerto 
Ricans died “for their country” (the U.S.) in ev- 
ery war of the twentieth century, so they have 
now died in what is increasingly regarded as the 
first war of the twenty-first. Why didn’t this 
position resonate more with Puerto Ricans fac- 





ing the same tragedy that produced such war- 
mongering jingoism in the U.S:? a 
The struggle around the island of Vieques pro- 
vides a partial explanation. For several years, 
popular efforts have grown to evict the U.S. Navy 
from the small outlying island whose land and 
population have been decimated by decades of 
bombing practice. By the November 2000 elec- 
tions, widespread opposition to the bombing of 
Vieques helped oust the Statehood governor, and 
the support for direct action against the Navy — 
especially land occupations on the bombing range 
— had become overwhelming across the main is- 
land. The movement encompassed every sector 
of society in a classic popular front. One of the 
results was a broad-based anti-militarism unlike 
anything seen in the U.S. in recent memory. 

This skepticism of the U.S. military seems to 
have muted any fervor for an armed response to 
Sept. 11. Simultaneously, the popular front has 
diminished the ability of the Statehooders (al- 
ready weakened by their two-faced approach to 
Vieques, pledging support to the popular front 
While negotiating extensions of the bombing with 
the Navy) to mobilize whatever pro-U.S. senti- 
ment might otherwise have emerged in the after- 
math. It seems Puerto Ricans have rejected the 
all-too-common logic of national pride as a re- 
sponse to tragedy. 

The key here is the self-identification of the 
people of Puerto Rico, who have never been com- 
fortable with their absorption into the U.S., a 
minority of hardcore Statehooders notwithstand- 
ing. Nationalism of whatever sort can only mobi- 
lize people who actively share the subjectivity 
of national identity. This mobilization, on behalf 
of white supremacist nationalism, was simple in 
the United States, but futile in Puerto Rico. 

Using this example we can formulate a defini- 
tion of national identity as the subjective experi- 
ence of the perception of shared identity thatmakes 
up the nation, manifested as attachment to and 


a 
love of one’s nation, and the prioritization of that 
community of communities over all others. This 
subjective definition should take precedence over 
any merely descriptive definition, in which one’s 
national identity can be identified by outsiders in 
some objective fashion. 

FROM DEFINITION TO ACTION 

Hopefully these definitions will clarify the 
framework within which anarchist discussions 
of nationalism take place. At the very least, they 
may advance a basic anarchist understanding of 
the new world emerging since Sept. 11, 2001. 
Other definitions are surely needed for the con- 
versation to get much further: state, race, class 
and others all require more precision. The trick is 
to transform clarity into practice, to utilize our 
developing analysis in the day to day work of 
anarchist organizing. As a smart young man (who 
eventually became an indigent refugee) once ar- 
gued, “The philosophers have only interpreted 
the world, in various ways; the point, however, 
is to change it.” 
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Imperialism and Palestine... 


continued from page 11 


one country takes control over the land, resources 
and people of another area or nation and turns 
them into servants of a distant power or attempts 
to eliminate them completely. This is exactly what 
Israel, with U.S. backing, is doing to Palestine. 

THE CRIMINALIZATION OF THE 

PALESTINIAN PEOPLE 

As we have seen with historic colonialism, 
slavery and apartheid, oppressors manage to ra- 
cially vilify and demonize their victims to main- 
tain their regime. The smokescreen created by 
the American and Israeli governments is no dif- 
ferent.. One constant affirmation by the powers 
in control is that support for the Palestinians and 
criticism of Israel is akin to anti-Semitism. Those 
who view this issue as a human rights issue rather 
than a nationalist “security issue” are tagged:as 


- anti-Semites. There is a definitive difference be- 


tween anti-Zionism and anti-Semitism. As anar- 
chists, anti-Zionism is anti-Imperialism, not anti- 
Semitism. We would caution, though, that there 
are some groups claiming to be anti-Zionist that 
are inherently racist and anti-Semitic. We must 
have an understanding of Jewish history and an 
analysis of anti-Semitism along with imperialism 
to successfully respond to the conflict. 
Palestinian uprisings, or intifadas (literally, 
“revolution of stones”), are regularly referred to 
as a product of terrorist organizations, while Jew- 
ish terrorist groups acting within Palestine prior 
to 1948 are nostalgically remembered as freedom 
fighters and heroes. Any group supporting Pal- 
estinian self-determination is labeled terrorist. 
Bias in the American and western media sup- 
ports these notions. A 2001 report by Fairness 
& Accuracy in Reporting found that, in the fall 
of that year, of the 99 intifada stories broadcast 
by the three major corporate television networks, 
only four made mention of the occupation, while 
the majority of reports made constant mention 
of Israel feeling “isolation,” “under siege” and 
“suffering daily attack.” This rhetoric is designed 
to make the audience feel sympathy for Israel 
while denying a voice to the Palestinians. 
Palestinian culture is regularly attacked in the 
occupied territories. Palestinian universities are 
raided and their student bodies jailed at the whims 
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of the Israeli army. Cultural events, like Palestin- 
ian art shows, plays, fashion shows and gather- 
ings are frequently and violently disbanded with 
the organizers taken to jail. Palestinians are ar- 
rested for possessing illegal literature of “politi- 
cal significanće.” The Israelis seek to humiliate 
and demoralize the Palestinians under their rule. 
This tactic is used to undermine organized resis- 
tance, the possibility to enjoy life under Israeli 
rule and ultimately to drive out those Palestin- 
ians still living on “Jewish land.” 

Arab migrant workers brought in to work in 
factories and on the kibbutz are not allowed to 
spend the night in Israel, so they are routinely 
locked in the factories over night. Arab labor is 
cheap and used to fulfill the jobs — factories, farm 
work and other jobs — that most Israeli citizens 
themselves would not work for such low wages. 
In 1967, the Koenig memorandum called for 
mechanisms to “thin the concentrations of exist- 
ing Arab population” by reducing employment 
and educational opportunities for Arabs. 

As with apartheid and slavery, the oppressed 
as a “race” is presented as inferior. Segregation is 
regularly suggested as a mechanism for solving 
the “Palestinian problem,” while references are 
made. to 
the “filth” 
of mixes 
marriages, 
“hybrid 
children” 
and the 
“Arab 
mental- 
ity.” - Pal- 
estinians 
have been 
referred to 
as a 


the Bible” 
oe tl acl 
mC OOK 
roaches in 
the Holy 
Land.” 
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Leftist Israelis that speak out against such rac- ` 


ism and oppose their government’s actions are 
similarly treated as traitors and often jailed for 
their beliefs. Jewish religious leaders come under 
fire when they speak out against the torture of 
Palestinian prisoners, many of them teenage chil- 
dren. But the dehumanization of the Arabs in the 
occupied territories doesn’t end there. 

Zionists have used a number of brutal tactics 
to gain control of this land; from setting up dis- 
criminating structures to make life unbearable for 
Palestinians, to expanding settlements in areas of 


Palestinian villages, displacing Palestinians and . 


creating a flood of refugees, to flat out conquest, 
war, and murder. The imperialist power has set 
up what are basically fortified neighborhoods in 
contested areas, providing the reasoning to move 
in army and police forces loyal to expanding the 
imperial power base. 

But Palestinians have shown stiff resistance. 
The most visible forms of revolt have been the 
intifadas and the guerilla actions of groups like 
Islamic Jihad and Hamas. The intifadas are spon- 
taneous popular uprisings in the Occupied Terri- 
tories where Palestinians, mainly youth, battle 
Israeli security forces in the streets. Armed with 
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lives inside Israel. Israel usually responds with 
collective punishment, mass murder and bulldoz- 
ing (with U.S. manufactured bulldozers) Pales- 
tinian villages in retaliation. There have also been 
other forms of resistance such as strikes, demon- 
strations and economic boycotts. Just as the Pal- 
estinians will not remain silent under the racist 
yoke of Zionist oppression, the world must not 
allow their plight to be demonized by the corpo- 
rate powers of Western and Israeli governments. 
CONCLUSIONS 

The internal racism of our movement is part of 
why anarchists have had so little to say regarding 
the Palestinian struggle for liberation. Although 
we are making strides to understanding how white 
supremacy effects our society and our organiz- 
ing, we still have a long way to go. White-domi- 
nated anti-capitalist movements receive our at- 
tention but a struggle by a people of color against 
an imperialist nation is dismissed. This is par- 
ticularly true of the Middle East in general. We 
are left with a lack of understanding of what is 
going on and the history of the conflict. Quite 
simply, we don’t know the facts. Secondly, there 
is a fear of appearing anti-Semitic or supporting 
a fundamentalist Islamic agenda. This is a binary 
construct, exemplifying our lack of analysis. As 
anarchists, our anti-Zionism must be anti-domi- 
nation, not anti-Semitic. This point cannot be 
stressed enough. We are against all forms of domi- 
nation. We must stand against anti-Semitism as 
we challenge the Zionist conquest for power and 
control. Third, what would a solution to this 
conflict look like? What is a realistic and obtain- - 
able outcome? We shouldn’t assume it is our 
place to lay out a blue print for how the conflict 
could be ended and reparations allotted. 

There are many things we can demand and do 
now to help create a more peaceful and humani- 
tarian atmosphere in the region: 

US out of the Middle East. This state gives the 
guns and money to support, maintain and en- 
force Israel’s imperialism. One of the most direct 
ways to de-escalate the violence of the Israeli 
State is to limit its military power. Israel has 
used its army and police forces to aggressively 
implement its Zionist policy of conquest. The 
best example is the Six-Days War where the Is- 
raeli militarily occupied and took control of new 
territory overnight. This could also work to lessen 
U. S. dominance in the region as a whole. Israel is 
continued on page 19 
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Palestine... 


continued from page 18 


the epicenter of U.S. influence and control over the Middle East. 
The right of return for all refugees and equal rights and 
representation for all. We cannot expect much from the Israeli 
state. A civil rights/human rights movement could be one focus of 
© Our support, particularly for exposing Israeli abuses and discrimi- 
: nation and the limits of capitalism and government to satisfy hu- 
man needs and desires. This may provide the basis for anti-hierar- 
= chical, egalitarian ideas to take hold. Support for reparations for 
the Palestinian community is also necessary. 
: Stop the settlements. No more Zionist expansion! The creation 
of settlements is the wedge that Israel uses to push into new 
territory, further displacing people native to the land. 


Self-determination for the people of Palestine. The people of. 


Palestine, like all people, have the right to determine their own 
destiny. This will take form in the sociai, economic, political and 
cultural structures they create. As anarchists, we would hope 
these institutions would be secular, egalitarian, decentralized, anti- 
authoritarian and networked on the basis of mutual aid and soli- 
darity. Regardless, however, the ability to define your own des- 
tiny is a revolutionary concept that should be supported. 
Witness Work. Members of the international community can 
© witness, monitor, document and publicize human rights abuses. 


’ 


They can peacefully intervene to try to stop such abuses from 
occurring and to support the growth in nonviolent resistance to 
the illegal and brutal military occupation of the Palestinian lands. 
Popularize the Dissenting Voice. If one of the major propo- 
nents in maintaining the criminalization of Palestinians is silencing 
the voice of the oppressed, anarchists can work to counter that by 
constantly writing, publishing, interviewing and popularizing these 
issues. Support Palestinians by allowing their stories to be told. 

Self-education. Anarchists that are out of touch with these is- 
sues should form discussion groups, free skools and book clubs to 


- self-educate on the history of the Middle East and the elements 


that have laid the groundwork for such a notoriously illegal occu- 
pation of a people’s land. Through understanding and education, 
we can show solidarity with the oppressed people of Palestine 
and, in turn, the oppressed around the world. 


Carol and Shawn are from Richmond, Virginia, where they orga- 
nize with Richmond Food not Bombs and the Better Days anar- 
chist organization. They have cited information from and highly 
suggest the following books: Fateful Triangle: The United States, 
Israel & the Palestinians (Chomsky), The New Intifada, Resisting 
Israel’s Apartheid (Carey, editor), and Intifada: The Palestinian 
Uprising against the Israeli Occupation (Lockman and Beinin). 
Shawn can be reached at generalstrike17 @hotmail.com. Both be 
reached at PO Box 5021, Richmond, VA 23220. Contact them for 
a longer, booklet version of this article. 





Feminism... 


continued from page 14 
| It is naive to view ideology as ever 
withering away. Values, belief systems 
and political theories are always de- 
~ termined by a particular ideological and 
material position, and the ideology of 
anarchism is just as socially con- 
structed as the ideology of capitalism. 
Otherwise we would see just as many 
anarchist men organising against vio- 
lence against women (“girls stuff’) as 
we do against police brutality (“real 
politics”). The ideology which drives 
the view that casting off the shackles 
of our dominant social beliefs some- 
how makes as “naturally free and 
equal” is eighteenth century western 
liberal humanism, which says we are 


all born as equal individuals in control. 


l 

] : Riles 
eo! oa EN course, and 
i Ch anti-materialist, liberal individu- 


____ alism is supposed to be in opposition 


= to traditional anarchist theory and’ac= ~ 


3 tion=Butthe fundamental tenets of this 






ividualism continually frame 


Global Privil 


continued from page 15 


The 1921 Tulsa Race Riot was a 
worse act of domestic terrorism than 
the Oklahoma City Bombing: 300 
` people killed (90% of them black), 
1,400 homes destroyed, the Green- 
wood district of Tulsa, a thriving black 
community, devastated. Most White 
people simply cannot hear that as race- 
rioting by Whites, but that’s what hap- 
pened. It’s crass and rather absurd to 
compare the dimensions of human trag- 
edy, but the White corporate media 
started the quantification game, and if 
they’re going to play it, they should 
© be made to play it fairly. 
These representations reinforce 
© White privilege first, by obscuring the 
l 


responsibility for the terrorism of the 
Tulsa Race Riots, the White privilege 
of avoiding responsibility for harms is 
reaffirmed. Second, by claiming a false 
sui generis status for the bombing, 
White victims are taken seriously and 
black ones are made invisible. The ef- 
fect is to make White privilege invis- 

© ible, papered over by a false picture of 
the world in which victims of White 
terror and genocidal violence are de- 
nied any semblance of justice; where 
the White power structure evades re- 
sponsibility; and where White victims 
and institutions are meant to be seen 
as under attack, both by terrorists like 
McVeigh and, less dramatically, by the 
claims of those, primarily people of 
color and women, who “falsely” claim 
to be victims of oppression. 

The bombing has been a matter of 
intense governmental and media atten- 
tion to reinforce the invisibility of 
White privilege and the worthlessness 


particular view of freedom, spontane-’ 


much anarchist thought. 
ANARCHISM’S POLITICAL 
DISENGAGEMENT 
Besides overt forms of silencing, the 
most infuriating and extraordinary form 
of exclusion in the anarchist movement 
is the refusal of the dominant voices to 
engage with critical perspectives. Fail- 
ing to engage with critical ideas is a 
refusal by the person or group criticised 
to take responsibility for the implica- 
tions of the critique on their position. 
It is the essence of repressive toler- 
ance, in that a marginalised group may 
speak but will have no hope of chang- 
ing the power structures of the domi- 
nant group because the dominant group 
are refusing to engage with their de- 
mands. Women, indigenous peoples, 
peoples from non-English speaking 
backgrounds, queer folks and others 
are all oppressed social groups, 
whether it be inan anarchist 
organisation or within a capitalist bu- 
reaucracy. “Anarchism” is not a magic 
wand that makes all people equal. If 


ae. 


eges... 


of black lives. The Tulsa Race Riot 
has disappeared down the memory 
hole because, as a horrific assertion of 
White privilege, it too reinforces the 
status quo in a way that’s far too vis- 
ible. The same forces that urged public 
broadcasting of McVeigh’s execution 
and lamented that he could not legally 
be tortured to death demand that, when 
women and people of color press their 
legitimate claims for justice, White 
America is under siege from a “victim 
culture.” The message is clear: anything 
to satisfy White victims, but for the 
survivors of the Tulsa Race Riots and 





Riot to Revolution... 


continued from page 5 


life. The embryos of popular self-management are being created in Argentina. 
The current protests reinforce the validity of anarchist ideas and allow us to 
improve these ideas, just as anarchists learned from past revolts. Anarchists 
must encourage these bottom up assemblies and show how they can form an 


alternative to capitalism. 


The events in Argentina also shows the direction the globalisation movement 
must take — it must apply its principles of direct action, solidarity, self-managed 
self-organisation within everyday life and struggles. While mass demonstrations 
are essential, they cannot replace the need to build strong roots in our commu- 
nities and workplaces: Without this grassroots activity, the globalisation move- 
ment will wither like a flower cut off from its roots. Demonstrations by them- 


anarchism wishes to become relevant 
to those groups and flourish as a po- 
litical movement, rather than remain- 
ing the province of white, heterosexual 
men, self-scrutiny and critical engage- 


ment with analyses presented by 


marginalized groups is essential. 


Anarchism without feminism is a | 


partial, crippled and ultimately op- 
pressive tradition. However, I still 
feel hopeful enough to say that there 
are many principles within both femi- 
nism and anarchism from which both 
theories could learn and develop. But 


any relationship between these two : 


emancipatory frameworks cannot be 


assumed: it must be forged within $ 


concrete political struggle and rigor- 
ous political debate. Empty gestures 
towards nebulous concepts of indi- 
vidualistic freedom totally miss the 
point. I look forward, tentatively, to 
a politics of engagement. 


This-article is an edited version of the ~ 


author's response to the 1995 Visions 
of Freedom anarchist conference in 
Australia -- eds. 


countless other victims of White ter- 
ror, nothing but the back of the hand. 
The cult of aggrieved White victimhood 
is angry and jealous and will acknowl- 
edge no other victims before it. 

As a White American, I have been 
accustomed to thinking of race and race 
privilege in terms of the American ex- 
perience. But radical black thinkers like 
Martin Delany, W.E.B. Du Bois, C.L.R. 
James, Franz Fanon and others have 


always understood that the White su- - 


premacist power structure is a global 
structure. White privilege is a global 
privilege, backed by a global ideology 
of White supremacy. It must be seen, 
understood and opposed globally. 


selves will not end capitalism or its top-down globalisation. When the bulk of 


people take direct action, organise themselves and fight for their freedom, real 


change will occur. 


- The power of people in revolt is clear — it has brought down many politicians. 
It remains to be seen whether it will be able to bring down all governments and 
all bosses. But the possible framework of a free society can be seen. 
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Terrorism... 


continued from page 3 


tantly because the only long-term alternative to “the War on Ter- 
rorism” is to fully address the fundamental issues of global social 
and economic justice. 

We face.an extremely difficult period, without much prospect 
for the exhilaration or quick successes. But we don’t have the 
luxury of despair and defeatism - that only hands an easy victory 
to the oppressors. To draw a lesson from the past, we now 
celebrate the many slave rebellions, going back centuries before 
abolition became realizable, because they weakened that intoler- 
able institution and kept resistance and future possibilities alive. 
History, as we’ve seen, goes through many unpredictable twists 
and turns. Principled resistance not only puts us in touch with 
our own humanity but also keeps hope and vision alive — like 
spring sunshine and rain — for when new possibilities sprout through 
the once frozen ground. 


(This is excerpted from a longer article by David that will appear 
in his book, forthcoming by Solidarity. For more information, con- 
tact Solidarity at:2035 Boul. St. Laurent, Montreal, 
Quebec, Canada, H3W 3H68, solidarity @ tao.ca, www.tao.ca/~soli- 
darity — eds.) 


In 1965, David was the founding chairman of the Vietnam Com- 
mittee and a founding member of.the SDS chapter at Columbia. In 
1967, he wrote the fist national SDS Pamphlet on “US imperial- 
ism.” He participated in the Columbia strike of 1968; joined the 
underground resistance in 1970; and is doing a life sentence after 
being busted as part of the “Brinks” case of 1981. (See p. 20 for his 
contact info.) 
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have been fighting for the same things for a long time and now face extreme repression because of it. If we fail to support our prisoners, we have already lost. Foll wing i 
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John Brown Anti-Racist Struggle 


continued from page 13 


racists on the role of whites in anti-racist struggle 
has largely consenséd that white people should 
be organizing other whites against racism follow- 
ing the leadership of people of color. Yet this was 
not the case with Brown: while the group he led 
at Harper’s Ferry was predominantly white, there 
were several Black people involved, and little is 
written or studied about them. (Osborne 
Anderson’s autobiography, A Voice From 
Harper’s Ferry, the only body of work written 
by a Black participant in the raid, is also one of 
the few works dedicated to Black members of 
the raid.) 

While he had principled anti-racist relations 
with and took guidance from many of the Black 
radicals of the time — Harriet Tubman, Frederick 
Douglass, Martin Delaney and others - Brown 
was very much the leader of the groups in which 
he participated. The lack of democratic structure 
combined with internal racial hierarchy and pa- 


triarchal standards for participation contributed which white supremacy operates must be taken 
to the failure of Harper’s Ferry and is something into account. Raiding a federal arsenal to seize 
anti-racists must not replicate. weapons is neither possible nor strategic at this 
To highlight Brown runs the risk of time. Many of the problems within the aboli- 
_ exceptionalizing him as “the good white,” per- _ tionist movement, however, are alive and well. 
petuating the culture of white supremacy. Brown From white appeals to ‘anti-racism’ for the ben- 
was heavily influenced by the slave revolts, at- efit of white labor to the tokenizing and patron- 
- tempted or carried out, by peoplelike Nat Turner, ~sizing»view,of Third World peoples, reclaiming 
Gabriel Prosser and Denmark Vesey, yet more Brown’s militancy can be a powerful antidote to 
dialogue focuses around Brown then any of these modern white imperial power within the left. 
three Black revolutionaries. Vital as studying the The power of Brown’s militancy lay not just 
processes by which people with privilege fight in his armed deeds, but in making anti-racism a 
against their privilege is, the focus of revolution- foundation of his being. Brown’s militancy must 
` ary anti-racism must remain on revolutionaries be applied to all aspects of life and struggle — as 
of color: their words, actions and influences. The militant feminists, as militant anti-capitalists and 
words and actions of self-proclaimed anti-racist as militant anti-Americanists; as militant orga- 
whites on racism cannot take sole precedence. nizers, as militant thinkers and as militant free- 
LEARNING FROM HISTORY dom fighters. We must apply that militancy, the 
Brown remains relevant to white anti-racists _ willingness to take time, energy and risks — after 
because he struggled against racism to his very all, many people do not have the privilege of 
death. But in studying him, the changing waysin choosing whether to be militant — in our struggle 
: 3 against hierarchy and for a free society. This hap- 
pens through praxis, the synthesis of thought 
and action, not rhetoric. Giving lip service to 
anti-racism without prioritizing and implement- 
ing it is not militant, regardless of the tactics | 
used. 

By critically reclaiming Brown, we can ac- 
knowledge his faults and celebrate his success. 
l We can counter the dominant historiography that 

makes Brown and white anti-racism appear to be 
“crazy.” This pathologizing process is yet an- 
other way white supremacy appeals to white 
people. A critical reclaiming of Brown counter- 
acts this historical revisionism, but the critical 
analysis is key. From Brown’s achievements and 
mistakes we learn the necessity to wage militant, 
principled anti-racist struggle on all fronts. From 
welfare cutbacks to civil liberties attacks, from 
border militarization to race-based incarceration, 
from environmental racism to affirmative action, 
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copies of vol./issue __/ from education to health care, from colonization 
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of ONWARD. (See page 2 for distribution rates.) struggle. Radicals, especially white ones, must 


combine a revolutionary vision with a radical 
: l analysis and liberatory strategy. It is our job to 


Address: l pick up where John Brown left off. 
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* Anarchist Prisoner Legal 





Aid Network * 

813 SW 3rd Ave PMB #354 
Portland OR 97204 
aplan6s@hotmail com 


x*Earth First! Journa 

PO Box 3023 

Tucson, AZ 85702 
collective@earthfirstjournal.org 
www.earthfirstjournal.org 


*The Jericho Movement 

PO Box 650, 

New York, NY 10009 
jericho98 @usa.net 
www.thejerichomovement.com_ 


* Earth Liberation Prisoner 
Support Network 

PO Box 11331 

Eugene OR 97440 


*No Compromise 

PO Box 1440 

Santa Cruz CA 95060-0917 - 
nocomp @waste.org 
www.nocompromise.org 


*The Nuclear Resister 

PO Box 43383 

Tucson AZ 85733-3383 USA 
nukeresister @igc.org 
www.nonviolence.org/ 
nukeresister/whoweare.html 


* Political Prisoners of War 
Coalition 

PO Box 554 

Lincoln MA 10773 USA 
cwritsher @aol.com 


State/Prov.: | Special thanks to Eugene Koveos, Heather 
: Į LaCapria, Matt Meyer and Nicole Solomon for : 
Zip/Postal Code: Country: their comments on this article. Dan-Berger isa {fences, and 


student at the University of Florida, an organizer 
l with the Colors of Resistance collective (part of 
the Colours of Resistance network) and co-edi- 
tor of ONWARD. Contact him c/o ONWARD or 
at dan@onwardnewspaper.org. 
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